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LOCAL GOTERNIENT AND TAXATION OF TOWNS ENQUIRY 
COMMISSION (IRELAND). 



SPECIAL GENERAL REPORTS 



BELFAST, TRIAL, AND WICKLOW. 



BELFAST. 

The municipal borough of Belfast, which is one of those included in Schedule A of 
the 3 & 4 Viet., cap. 10S, is governed by a Corporation consisting of ten aldermen and 
thirty councillors. The Mayor is elected by the Council from the general body. 

The town is partly in the county of Antrim and partly in Down, and is divided into five 
wards, of which the names, valuation, and number of burgesses in each are as fol- 
lows : — 



Number of 

Name of Ward. Valuation. Burgesses. 

£ s. </. 



No. 1. Dock Ward, . 


. 93,054 


15 


0 


997 


No. 2. St. Anne’s Ward, . 


. 105,552 


g 


0 


1,136 


No. 3. Smitlifield „ 


. 72.542 


0 


0 


660 


No. 4. St. George's „ 


. 100,590 


15 


0 


S92 


No. 5. Cromac „ 


. 127,931 


0 


0 


1,595 




£503,670 


15 


0 


5,2S0 



The population, which by the census of 1S61 was 121,602, had risen in 1871 to Mr. ai-nt- 
174,412, and is now approximately estimated at 210,000. The valuation of the borough xi.w 
was, on the 1st of July, 1S62, £278, S07, and has now risen to £50S,670, thus showing an 
increase of nearly £230,000 in fifteen years, during which time, we were told by the 
borough surveyor, the building of new houses had been proceeding at the rate of 
about 1,000 per annum. 

The Corporation of Belfast was not at the time of the report of the Irish Municipal 
Commissioners in 1 S3 5 possessed of any property. 

Their real property consists of the cemetery, and of two public parks, known as “ the Mr- Sam«i 
Ormeau ” and “ the Falls ” parks — the latter of which was formed out of a portion of the 
ground originally purchased for the cemetery ; of the Town Hall, and the public Et. ut. 
markets ; and of the gas works and premises acquired by the Corporation under the Local 
Act in 1874. 

The rapid growth of trade and manufactures, and the increase of property and 
population since 1840, have, from time to time, rendered special legislation necessary 
in Belfast ; and we proceed to notice briefly the principal local Acts now in force. 

By the Act of 8 & 9 Viet., cap. 142, entitled “an Act for the Improvement of the Tat beu-a=t 
B orough of Belfast,” the Corporation were authorized to borrow sums not exceeding 
£150,000 upon the security of the rates, with powers for re-borrowing. Of this £150,000, s&9Vict.,c*p. 
£100,000 was to be applied to the making of new and the widening of old streets, and Samuel 
tire remaining £50,000 for other purposes, inclu ding the purchase of markets. Black, 

By section 220 the Corporation were empowered to appoint a borough police force, 
but this provision was repealed by the 2S & 29 Viet., cap. 70, “the Constabulary (Ireland) 
Amendment Act, 1865.” 

The 348th section fixed the rate which the Corporation were empowered to levy for the 
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Belfast. 

Mr. Samuel 
Black, 

Ev. IS. 

Ev. 24. 



Ev. 19. 20. 



Ev. 23. 



Ev. 2G, 27. 



10 & 11 Yict, 
cap. 234. 



Mr. Samuel 
Black, 

Ev. 81. 



Ev. 2S. 

The Belfast 
Improvement 
Act of isso, 
18 & 14 Viet., c. 
108. 



purposes of the Improvement Act, at Is. Gel. in the pound upon tenements of which the 
annual value should not exceed .£20 ; at 3s. in the pound upon those above £20 and not 
exceeding £80 ; and at 4s. 6cl. in the pound above £S0. This rate, though really an 
improvement rate, is known, and hereinafter referred to, as the police rate. 

By a subsequent Act (the Belfast Borough Extension Act of 1853) hereinafter referred 
to, the 4s. 6d. rate was repealed, and a 3s. rate substituted as the maximum. 

We do not consider it necessary to refer further in detail to the provisions of this 
statute, which contains 421 sections, and which conferred on the Corporation very 
ample powers for the general government and improvement of the town, the purchasing 
of property, the making of streets, and providing markets. But many of its provisions 
relating to the construction of drains and sewers, and the building clauses generally, 
have been subsequently amended or repealed by the “ County Antrim and Belfast 
Borough Act” of 1S65, or by the “ Provisional Order Act ” of 1873. 

In 1S46, in addition to the borrowing powers conferred by the Act of 1845, the 
Corporation obtained power under the 9 & 10 Yict., cap. 294, to borrow a further 
£50,000 for gas purposes, upon the security of the rates authorized by the Act of 1845, 
and of the rents to be received for gas, which by this Act (9 & 10 Yict., cap. 294) they 
were empowered to manufacture and to supply to private consumers. 

The Corporation did borrow, as will be seen hereafter, this £50,000 upon the secu- 
rity of the rates, but did not apply any part of it to the purposes authorized by the 
Act, and they did not acquire gas works until many years after. 

In 1847 an Act “for the further improvement of the Borough of Belfast,” the 10 & 11 
Viet., cap. 254, was passed. 

This Act contains a recital that — 

“ The drainage of the borough ■would be considerably improved, and it would be a benefit to the inhabitants 
of the said borough, if a certain stream or watercourse called the Blackstaff river, which passes through the 
borough, were straightened, widened, deepened, embanked, and otherwise altered and improved ; if certain 
weirs* on the said stream were lowered or removed, if the bridges and sewers over the same were enlarged ; 
and if all other obstructions affecting the same were removed, and also if a new cut or watercourse (therein 
described) were made." 

Full powers wei*e accordingly given to the Corporation by this Act (sections 15-25) 
for these purposes, and to purchase a certain mill called “the Cromac paper mill,” then 
supplied from the Blackstaff river, and all mill-dams and weirs causing obstructions to 
drainage, the cost of such purchases to he defrayed out of moneys raised under the 
Act of 1S45. 

By the 25th section the Corporation were empowered to order lands, yards, and other 
premises to be drained at the expense of the owners, who were made liable to a 
penalty of £1 a day for every day such necessary works were left undone after 
expiration of the time specified in the order. 

By the 27th section the purchase by the Corporation of certain markets and market 
rights under the Act of 1S45, was confirmed, and the Act contained other provisions, to 
which we do not deem it here necessary to refer. 

The required improvement of the Blackstaff river not having been made, further 
legislation was considered necessary, and three years afterwards “the Belfast Im- 
provement Act, 1850," 13 & 14 Yict., cap. 108, was passed. This Act recites that — 

“ It is necessary that provision should be made for the speedy removal of certain nuisances, and for the 
preventing of contagious and epidemic diseases within the borough, and it is expedient that provision should 
be made for tbe removal of the Blackstaff nuisance within two years from the passing of this Act, and for 
such purpose that power should be granted to the Councd of the borough to borrow a sum not exceeding 
£15,000, to be exclusively applied to the abatement of the said nuisances in the maimer provided by the said 
third recited Act ” — 

(the Act of 1847) ; and after reciting in the 3rd section the provisions of the Act of 
1847 in relation to the Blackstaff river, the Council are required, subject to the pro- 
visions of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts, to enter upon certain houses and 
lands specified in schedule B of the Act of 1S47, and if necessary to purchase the same, 
or any of them that might he required for the purposes of that Act, in the maimer 
thereby required, so that the same shall be completed within two years from the passing 
of this Act, provided that the consent of the owners, lessees, and occupiers be first 
obtained. 

The 5th section directs that arrangements shall be made under the joint direction of 
the surveyor of the borough, and the engineer of the port and harbour, subject if 
necessary to reference to the engineer of the Admiralty, or some other competent engi- 
neer, for the removal of tire deposit at the Blackstaff weir ; and by the 7th and folio w- 

* Not- fishing weirs, but weirs to accumulate the water for the use of the mills on this stream. 
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ing sections the Town Council are empowered, for the more speedy removal of 
any nuisance arising from the stream or watercourse called the “ Pound Burn,”* upon 
receipt of a notice complaining of it as a nuisance, to cause examination to be made 
of the same, and if it appear that the nuisance exists, to summon the owner 
before two justices who are empowered to order abatement of the nuisance, and to 
impose a penalty for neglect, and if the order be not complied with the Council 
shall remedy the nuisance at the expense of the owners. 

Summary powers for the abatement of other nuisances, and to make and enforce 
by-laws, are given to the Corporation by other sections of this Act. 

By section 26 the Corporation are empowered to borrow £15,000 upon security 
of the rates, rents, and other moneys authorized to be levied under the preceding Acts 
and by section 27 it is enacted that the £15,000 shall be exclusively applicable to 
the abatement of the Blackstaft nuisance, and that a separate account shall be kept of 
it, under the name of the “ Blackstaff Improvement Fund.” 

This £15,000 has never been raised nor set apart for this purpose, the reasons 
assigned by the town solicitor, Mr. Black, being, that it was wholly insufficient for the 
purposes contemplated by this and the preceding Act of 1847, and that the consent of 
the owners, lessees, and occupiers, to the purchases required for the contemplated 
improvements could not be obtained as required by the Act. 

In 1853 “the Belfast Borough Extension Act ” (16 & 17 Viet., cap. 114), was passed, 
by which the borough boundaries were extended to their present limits, and the 
4s 6d. scale of rating under the Act of 1845 was abolished, and a limit of 3s. 
substituted, as already noticed. 

Tbe C “T ,0, ' atl01 ;. * n tbe exercise of tile powers conferred on them by the Acts of 
1S45 and 1846, borrowed on mortgages authorized in those Acts, in all £200,000 
of which £50 000 borrowed under the Act of 1846 was applicable to the purchase of 
gas works only. 1 

In consequence however, of the Corporation not having applied this £50,000 to the 
purpose for which it was so limited, but having expended it, with other moneys ex- 
ceeding £84,000, in the purchase of premises for public markets, and otherwise improving 
the town, a Chancery suit was instituted in 1855 against the Corporation, at the instanc? 
ot Mr. John Lea, an attorney ill Belfast, and protracted litigation ensued. In 1858 a 
Loyal Commission, appointed to inquire into the several matters in dispute, recommended 
mi arrangement to be come to, in pursuance of which, on the 13th June, 1860, all matters 
l? ddferenc ® “tween the parties were referred to the arbitration of Messrs. 'William 
Biyden and Richard Henry Wyatt, parliamentary agents, subject to the approval of 
the Right Hunorabh Edward Cardwell as umpire. This arbitration resulted in an 
award, dated oth December, IS 63, which was confirmed and carried out by the “Bel- 
fast Award Act, 1864 (27 and 3S Viet., cap. 198). By this Act it was declared that 

the said sum of £200,000, and also the sum of £84, 640 0s. lid. therein mentioned, should 
be deemed to hove been applicable to all or any of the purposes of the Acts of 1S45-47 
and the application of these moneys and all purchases by the Corporation were thereby 
confirmed. It also conferred powers to borrow and pay off existing mortgages, and 
mortgage created under this Act, and contained provisions regulating the priority of 
yelrsTit^tf S ' 1 1 Corporation to sell their sliplus lands lithinten 

paTOmff m redS e „ f° f “? . Lords , of tbe Treasury, and to apply the net proceeds in 
L 3 ldn “fond 1 if °Sf ta ? therem specified, and after that in aid of the 

f a by . tI l eActof 1S46 i “ d “ a subsequent section (the 15th) it 
fSoriW of Act Und 6 ?i? e f 0Tlded out oftlM rat es directed to be raised under the 
tl ul 1S45aad 1853 ’ whicb ky the preceding section 

ibouldMt evccerf^ An' * ff f 1 - 6 P olmd upo11 P remises the annual value of which 

Imd umvards ^ Th d ?*'■ icl “ the P ound U P™ premises of the annual value of 
sh“a°n be d annlied d in Tb re “ a ‘“?g ok uses direct that no moneys of the Corporation 
tie costs of the Belator (Mr. John Sea), or the special 
the costs of the saM Cb fy Ce 7 Smt ’ f bat tbe P endm 6 Chancery suit be stayed, and that 
in respect oftte expensed of tMs Act.™ 111 ^ 6 te ^ anda SU “ “* exceedin g 
Jli 1 * Se ™ tlla t by the 14th section just referred to, the incidence of taxation 
"ceefeiroTnmi^v ,° f 1S4 , 6 ?? d “53 is altered, the Ate to which property Tot 
S Ifr 13 babIe bei “S raised thereby from la. 6 d. to la. 8 d. in the 
^ ’ p as a g_ rea t grievance by the poorer class of ratepayers, ancl 

o e grounds of opposition to the Bill winch resulted in this Act, and which 

B1 “ Mri ver, respecting which, imd 
in the course of ^inquiry ’ ^ M f lmde ° Ce was SWen, »d shil more sought to be given, before us 
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tension Act, 
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Ev. 37-89. 
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Minute* of 
Evidence, 
Belfast I im- 
provement (No. 
2) Bill ordered 
by the Houseof 
Commons to l>e 
printed, 31 st 
May, 1804, 
pages 479, 430. 



was the subject of a very bitter contest before a Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons, of which the late Mr. Milnes Gaskell was chairman, in the session of 1864. Mr. 
A. J. M'Kenna, Mr. J. F. Ferguson, Mr. H. Nelson Smith, and Mr. John Rea, were 
heard as petitionei-s against the Bill ; and upon the occasion of our inquiry at Belfast, 
the Blue Book containing the minutes of evidence taken before the Select Committee 
was tendered and received by us in evidence. 

It appears from these minutes that attempts were made while the Bill was before 
the Select Committee to bring about an arrangement by which it should be allowed 
to pass ; and we here deem it sufficient to refer to the letter of Mr. Baker, parliament- 
ary agent for Mr. Ferguson, one of the petitioners against the Bill, of 9th May, 1864, 
and the answer of Mr. Dyson, the agent for the promoters, of 12th May, 1864, which 
were read before the Committee, and which summarize the grounds of objection to the 
Award Bill, and the remedies suggested. 

At the meeting of the Select Committee on the 13th May it was — 

“ Resolved, That the Committee is unanimously of opinion that a public Bill is necessary to regulate the 
municipal affairs of Belfast, and they would be glad to know whether such a proposal would meet with general 
concurrence.” 



Counsel for the promoters stated that they would entirely accede to the principles of a 
public Bill, provided it did not interfere with the integrity of Mr. Cardwell’s award. 

After some discussion between the parties and their advisers, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee announced that — 

Pagi* 484 . “The Committee have unanimously resolved that the preamble of the Bill is proved.” 

They determined further to intimate — 

“ That they understood that the parties on both sides had agreed to refer the provisions of a public Bill to 
arbitration.” 

The Chairman further stated that — 

“ The Committee were aware that a distinct iinderstanding existed that a public Bill should be introduced 
during the present session. If no such Bill were introduced the petitioners would have a very strong ground 
of opposition before the other House.” 



Mr. B!:.ck, 
Ev.2284-22rii. 

Ev. 40, 41. 



Black, 

41. 



Belfast 
Burial 
Ground Act. 



Ev. 43. 
Ev. 47. 



At a meeting of the Select Committee on the 26th May, 1864, the names of referees 
to whom the provisions of a public Bill were to be referred were mentioned by counsel 
for the promoters as agreed upon. 

Notwithstanding the agreement arrived at before the Select Committee, no public 
Bill was brought in to remedy the evils complained of. 

The Act of 1S65 (2S & 29 Yict., cap. 1S3) entitled the “County Antrim and Belfast 
Borough Act,” separated the portion of the borough in the county Antrim from that 
county for fiscal purposes, abolished the county cess within that portion of the 
borough, and transferred the duty of repairing streets, roadways, and footpaths therein, 
to the Corporation. 

But the 6th section of this Act continues the liability of the borough to contribute to 
the payment of certain general county purposes, the subjects of which are enumerated 
in that section, and it is provided by subsequent sections that the amount of contri- 
bution shall . be settled periodically by Commissioners appointed under the Act for 
the purpose. 

By sect. 35 the Corporation are empowered to entertain applications for compensation 
for malicious injuries to persons or property, and to award compensation out of the general 
purposes rate and the malicious injuries rate, thereby authorized to be levied ; and secs. 
51 and 52 authorize the levying of a general purposes rate not exceeding 2s. in the pound 
within the lighted and watched districts, and Is. 6 cl. in the pound upon all other rate- 
able property within the borough. 

The Act then provides for the application of such rates ; and the subsequent provisions 
(following the 57th section) extend to the entire borough, including that part which is 
in the county of Down. 

These relate chiefly to the drainage, sewerage, and improvement of the town, and con- 
fer powers to form and alter separate drainage districts, to levy special sewer rates, and 
to close streets not properly formed or completed, to order the widening, sewering, 
paving, &c., of streets either wholly or in part by owners, and to insist on general 
building regulations to the satisfaction of the borough surveyor; and by sections 100 and 
101, new street expenses and other required works are 'made recoverable from owners. 

The next Act was “The Belfast Burial Ground Act (1866),” by which the Corpo- 
ration were empowered to purchase by contract, or compulsorily, ground for a public 
cemetery, and to levy a borough rate, and to borrow upon the security thereof sums 
not exceeding £25,000, to be paid off by annual instalments. This has been done, 
and the amount now outstanding is reduced to £9,200. 
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Then followed in 1S68 the “Belfast Borough Act” (31 & 32 Viet., cap. 117), by Belfast. 
which the powers of the Grand Jury of the county of Down to levy county cess within t^belfast 
the limits of the borough were determined, and the duties of repairing the streets, roads, i 8 °as 0CCH cr ' 
bridges, &c., were transferred to the Corporation; but (as in the Act of 1865) the Ev. 48. 
borough was not exempted from contribution towards certain “ general county purposes” 
which are defined in sections 8 , 9, and 10. By section 1 5 that portion of the borough situate 
in the county of Down may be included in any general purposes rate under the 
“ County Antrim and Belfast Borough Act (1865),” and the provisions of the last named 
Act as to compensation for malicious injuries are by sections 1 7 and 1 8 extended and made 
applicable to the entire borough. By section 20 it is provided that the Becorder and 
magistrates shall commit all persons to the County Antrim Gaol, and by section 21 all 
appeals from the Recorder are directed to be brought before the J udge of Assize for 
the county of Antrim, and not for the county of Down. 

Certain sections of the Act of 1865 are then amended by this Act, and by section 28 the 
Corporation are to put in force in the portions of the borough in the county of Down 
the sewerage provisions of the former Act ; and by section 29 the sum of £6,000 is to be Mr. James 
applied within three years from the passing ot the Act, either as a contribution towards the £*"" 785-1793 
expenses of widening, improving, sewering, and completing the streets and roads in the and air. Mont- 
townlands of Ballymacarrett and Ballynafeigh under the 78th section of the Act of 1865, fi 4 o^| ( j Ev ’ 
or, at the discretion of the Corporation, in the permanent paving of such streets and roads, siss, 3i5». 

By section 30 the Corporation are empowered, upon certain terms, to close a Mr. Mont- 
certain foot passage between Donegal-street and North-street at the rear of the Belfast 
Bank, and section 31 provides that all the borough rates which the Corporation are and Mr. j.’ 
empowered under any Act to levy shall be henceforth imposed and collected as one e\"is 4 i- 184 s. 
rate. 

In 1873 the Corporation took advantage of the Local Government (Ireland) Acts of order 10 ** 1 
1S71 and 1872, and obtained a provisional order (confirmed in that session of Parlia- r^TuuSnow 
ment by the 36 & 37 Viet., cap. 199), under which they obtained compulsory powers act,is 73 . 
of purchasing certain property for street improvements, the purchase-money to be 
repaid out of the police rate ; to borrow on security of the general purposes rate 
£25,000 for paving of streets, and £15,000 for district drainage ; to apply surplus lands 
at the cemetery for the purpose of a public park outside the borough, under the pro- 
visions of the Public Parks (Ireland) Acts, 1869 and 1S72 ; and to apply the sum of 
£5,000, to be raised under the provisions of such last mentioned Acts, in part payment 
of £19,000 which had been up to that time raised under the Burial Grounds Acts. 

The provisional order also contained several amendments of the Act of 1845, and the 
succeeding Acts of 1850, 1865, and 186S. 

The street improvements authorized under this order and the said “ Provisional Order 
(Belfast) Confirmation Act, 1873,” have been partly effected ; several leading streets 
have been paved, and district sewers made and in progress, and the Falls Park has Mr.Bi.ufc, 
been formed out of the surplus grounds at the cemetery. Two loans of £3,500 each Ev ' 144_148 - 
have been obtained from the Board of Works, at three and a half per cent, for 
district sewers. 

In 1874 the “Belfast Corporation Gas Act” (37 & 38 Viet., cap. 125) was passed, by 
which the Corporation were empowered to purchase the Belfast Gas Works, then the g“a“sh. 
property of the Belfast Gas Company, at the price of £386,550, and by sections 4 and 
20 the entire property and assets of the company, with their debts and liabilities, 
were transferred to and vested in the Corporation. 

Up to the 30th June, 1876, interest was to be paid on any portion of the purchase- 
money remaining unpaid, at four and a half per cent., and after that date at five per 
cent., and by section 9 the purchase-money and interest was made to be a charge .upon 
the undertaking, and also upon the police rates ; but as to the police rates, subject to 
the priority of existing mortgages. 

The 24th section empowered the Corporation to borrow for any of the purposes of the 
Act sums not exceeding £500,000, to be secured by mortgages of the gas undertaking 
and revenue, and of the police rates, but the interest upon all moneys borrowed is made 
primarily payable out of the gas revenue (section 33), and all payments out of the 
police rate for the purpose of making good any temporary deficiency are by section 34 
to be recouped from the gas revenue. 

By section 47 the Corporation are directed to form, after two years, out of the gas 
revenue, and so far as may be needful out of the police rates, a sinking fund, at the 
rate of £1 per cent, upon the outstanding debt, for its gradual liquidation. 

The 49th section gives power to charge the police rates, and credit the gas account 
yearly, with such sums as the Corporation shall think reasonable for the lighting of the 
town, the price of gas for this purpose to be fixed as near as can be at the same sum per 
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1,000 cubic feet as the lowest price charged for the time to private consumers, together 
with the cost of lighting and maintaining the lamps. 

A comniittee was to be appointed, vide section 51, to execute the purposes of the 
Act, and it is provided by section 59 that in any year in which the average price charged 
for gas shall not exceed 3s. 9 d. per 1,000 cubic feet, the surplus profits may be applied 
by the Corporation to public purposes. 

The Corporation went into possession of the gasworks on the 30th June, 1874, and 
have ever since manufactured gas for the public lighting of the town and the supply 
of private consumers. They have borrowed under the powers of the Act £468,754 on 
debentures^ and £2,245 14s. 11c?. on annuities, of which £459,999 11s. id., hearing in- 
terest principally at four and a half per cent., remains unpaid. The abstracts of the 'gas- 
works’ accounts for the year ending the 30th June, 1876, audited by the Local Govern- 
ment Auditor, will be found jrrinted in the Appendix (No. 3). 

The cost of the gas for lighting the public lamps for the year ending the 30th June 
1875, was £7,044 2s. 5c?. 

The net profit on that year’s working, according to the chairman’s (Sir John Savage’s) 
report of 26th August, IS 75, confirmed by that of the Local Government Auditor in 
October, 1875, amounted to £11,671 6s. Id., and the net profit of the following twelve 
months, ended the 30th of June last, was £7,949 9s. 2d., as certified by the Local Go- 
vernment Auditor ; but it should be remarked that no rest fund appears to have been set 
apart for depreciation of plant and renewal of mains, and other necessary works not 
usually charged to revenue account. 

By the 220th section of the Belfast Improvement Act, 1S45, the Corporation of Belfast 
. were, as we have already seen, empowered to appoint a local municipal police force. Such a 
force was appointed, but party feeling, which has always run high in Belfast, led to party 
fights ana riots between lower classes of the Orange or Protestant party on the one side, 
and the Catholic party on the other, which became of annual and often more frequent 
occurrence, and the police appointed by the Corporation having been found insufficient 
for the preservation of the peace of the town, in November, 1864, Commis- 
sioners were appointed under the warrant of the Lords Justices of Ireland to hold 
an inquiry at Belfast, and to report upon “the existing local arrangements for the 
preservation of the peace of that boro ugh, the magisterial jurisdiction exercised within 
it, and the amount, constitution, and efficiency of the police force usually available there 
and other matters relating thereto.” The Commissioners made their report on the 8th 
March, 1865, and in that session of Parliament “the Constabulary (Ireland) Amend- 
ment Act, 1865 ” (28 & 29 Vic., c. 70), was passed. This Act, after reciting the above 
mentioned commission, &c., and that “ it is expedient to provide for the more effectual 
preservation of the peace of the borough, and to alter the distribution of the constabulary 
force in Ireland,” enacts that the then police force in Belfast shall cease to exist, and that 
all their powers and duties shall devolve upon and be discharged by the constabulary, the 
number of whom for Belfast is fixed at not less than 130 constables and sub-constables. 

. y section 4 the Lord Lieutenant is authorized to add to this constabulary force 
allotted to Belfast any number of men not exceeding 320, on payment of one half of 
the cost out of the town rates, and such additional number of men, together with the 
130 before mentioned, are to constitute the ordinary constabulary force of the town. 

Section 5 provides for the levying of the necessary rate for the purpose. Section 6 
enacts that the officers of the constabulary force of Belfast shall consist of one inspector 
and two or more sub-inspectors. The inspector to be paid £400 a year out of the 
rates by the Town Council. 

Section 8 enacts that the Inspector-General of Constabulary shall fix the n umb er of men 
not exceeding 150, who are to act as a night watch, for each -of whom there shall be 
charged 6d. per day, to be paid by the Town Council of Belfast out of the rates. 

At the time of our inquiry the police force, including extra police, in Belfast consisted 
of 540 men, instead of 450, the Inspector-General, upon a memorial from some of the 
magistrates, having thought it necessary some time before to send down an addi- 
tional force, but none of these extra men are free of charge upon the local rates, and it 
was represented to us. as a hardship that they were now paying one moiety of the cost 
upon a larger proportion of the whole force than was contemplated by the Act of 1865. 
A representation to that effect had been made to the Lord Lieutenant, with a request 
that the proportion free of charge should be increased, when the Corporation were in- 
formed that the time for revising the distribution of the constabulary force (which can, 
it seems, only be done under the existing Acts once in five years) would not arrive 
until the 1st of July next, when their claim would be considered. 

For the year ending the 31st March, 1875, the entire cost of the constabulary 
charged upon the town rates amounted to no less than £16,234 14s. 2d., of which 
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£15,160 15s. lid was paid out of the police fund, and £1,082 18s. 3d. out of the general 
purposes fund. 

The principle upon which the cost was thus apportioned between these two funds was 
explained by Mr. Samuel Black, the town solicitor, who, throughout, rendered us most 
valuable assistance during the inquiry, and indeed we feel it only due to Mr. Woods, 
and the other officers of the Corporation, to remark upon the admirably clear and accu- 
rate manner in which the whole of the voluminous accounts of this Corporation are 
kept, and were, to the minutest detail, presented for our examination. 

The finances of the Coi'poration are in a satisfactory state. The sinking funds pre- 
scribed by the various Acts under which loans have been effected have been regularly 
set apart, and from this source, and the proceeds of sales of ground rents and surplus 
lands, a reduction of nearly one-half (amounting to£194,6S7 14s. ScZ.) has been effected upon 
the total capital debt, viz. £392,116 5s. 8 d. (exclusive of that for the gasworks), which 
has been borrowed from time to time during the last thirty years. Thus the primary 
mortgages contracted under the Act of 1845, which, as we have already seen in noticing 
the Award Act of 1864, amounted to £200,000, have been reduced to £112,245, and the 
secondary mortgages which, with the addition of the capitalized interest under the 
said Act of 1S64, amounted to £119,081 12s. 6d., are now reduced to £33,000, no less 
than £68,753 4s. 7 d. having been applied to the extinction of the latter debt from the 
sales of ground rents and surplus lands. There was, moreover, at the time of our 
inquiry a sum of about £4,000 set aside to partly meet this remaining debt, which had 
been invested in the funds until some of the remaining mortgages should come to 
maturity. 

The capital debt upon the police rate, upon which these mortgages are all charged, 
has been thus reduced to £145,245. A statement at the foot of the list of mort- 
gages (Appendix 4) shows the application of the loans borrowed upon the security of 
this rate. 

The original loan of £24,000 under the Burial Act of 1866, has been reduced to 
£13,200, of which £9,200 only remains charged to the burial fund, £4,000 having 
been transferred to the public parks account upon security of the borough and parks rate 
under the Public Parks Act of 1869. 

Upwards of £26,000 has been borrowed for district sewers, which is charged on the 
general purposes rate, and on the several district sewers rates in the proportion set 
out in the list of the several loans (Appendix 4), and a further sum of £17,600, 
borrowed for permanent paving of the streets, is also a charge on the general purposes 
rate under the Provisional Order Confirmation Act of IS 73, which (vide section 2) 
empowered the Corporation to borrow £25,000 for this purpose on the security of 
that rate. 

Of these last named recent loans, amounting together to £43,6 7S, £4,694 9s. has been 
already paid off, leaving £38,983 11s. still due, of which £27,670 15s. 6d. is a charge 
upon the general purposes rate, and £11,312 15s. 6d. upon the several district sewers 
rates. The whole outstanding mortgage debt, exclusive of the gasworks, has been, it will 
be seen, reduced to £197,428 11s. 

The annual accounts are made up under four principal heads — the Police Fund, the 
■General Purposes Fund, the Borough Fund, and the Burial Fund — and a separate account 
is kept for the gas, which has been already sufficiently noticed when treating of the Act 
under which the Corporation gasworks were acquired ; but it may be convenient here to 
note that there remained in the hands of the treasurer to the credit of this account, when 
the accounts were closed for the last audit on the 30th of June last, a balance of 
£21,639 12s., and that out of a gas rental of £79,929 10s. 2d., only £799 Is. 7d. then 
remained in arrear, which amount had been fuiiher reduced to £515 15s. S d. at the date 
of the audit in September last. The price of gas, which was last year reduced from 4s. 6d. 
to 4s. 2d. per 1,000 cubic feet, has been since further reduced to 3s. lie?. 

The abstracts of the four first-named accounts for the year last audited will be 
found in the Appendix (Appendix 5), and show the following balances due to and from 
the Treasurer upon the respective accounts in the Belfast Bank : — 



Balances against the Corporation, including Cheques 
issued but not presented. 

£ 8. d. 

Police Fund, ..... 2,086 11 9 
General Purposes Fund, . . . 4,329 8 6 



6,416 0 3 

Net balance in favour of the Corpora- 
tion, 475 19 11 



Balances in favour of the Corporation,. 

£ s. d. 

Borough Fund, . . - . . 4,743 12 6 

Burial Fund, ..... 1,211 19 9 

Malicious Injuries Account (on General 

Purposes Fund), .... 936 7 11 
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Thus, notwithstanding the large overdrafts, to which attention was called by us, 
upon the General Purposes and Police Fund Accounts, there was a small net balance to 
the credit of the Corporation, and the balance in the cashier’s hands for current expenses, 
wages, &c., further amounted at the same time to £112 4s. S cl. 

The u Malicious Injuries ” Account requires a brief explanation. Upon that fund, 
which arises under the provisions of the Act of 1865 (the County Antrim and Belfast 
Borough Act), there is an increasing balance in hand, owing to the calls upon it having 
been less during the last few years than the bank interest upon the balance remaining in 
hand from the rate laid to meet the heavy claims after the Belfast riots in 1872. Those 
■ claims amounted to about £1 4,000, but were reduced to £3, 5 77 1 Is. 8d. To meet this the 
Corporation had, for the first time, to strike a special rate of 2 d. in the pound, being only 
allowed under the Act of 1S65 to set apart £1,000 out of the general purposes rate for 
this object. 

We have already commented on the lai’gest item of charge upon the police rate, viz., 
that for the Constabulary. The heaviest charge on the general purposes rate is that 
for County Antrim Grand Jury on general purposes account, viz., £16,817 13s., and 
this likewise is deserving of some attention. 

The contributions to the County Antrim Grand Jury, which are revised every five 
years, are determined by arbitration in the manner prescribed by the Act of 1865 (the 
County Antrim and Belfast Borough Act), and a list of these, from 1865 to 1875, was 
handed to us by Mr. Black, and will be found set out in the Appendix to this Report 
(Appendix 6), from which it will be seen that, from the year 1872, when the last 
award was made under the Act, they have increased at the average rate of about £2,400 
per annum. This large increase has been mainly caused by the cost of maintenance 
of the prisoners in gaol and the payments to industrial schools and reformatories ; and 
it was represented to us as a great grievance that the borough of Belfast should actually 
pay 92 per cent, of the cost of the prisoners for the entire county, and yet have no voice 
whatever in the expenditure, the Corporation having no representative either on the 
Grand Jury or on the Board of Superintendence of the Gaol. The charge is, it 
seems, based upon the number of committals, quite irrespective of the time for which the 
prisoner is committed ; and we were told that the arbitrators themselves admitted the 
hardship of the case, but felt they had no power to frame their award otherwise. 

The same grievance does not exist in respect of the contributions to the County 
Down Grand Jury, as, although contributing to its maintenance, no prisoners are sent 
from the borough to the gaol of the county. But a small portion of the borough is in 
county Do-wn, and the annual contributions to that Grand Jury for all purposes average 
only about £700 a year. 

A statement prepared and handed in by Mr. Black, showing the particulars of all the 
rates levied in 1875, the heads of the principal objects to which they were applied, the 
per-centage collected, and the maximum taxing powers under the several local Acts 
authorizing these rates, will be found in the Appendix (Appendix 13), and is confir- 
matory of Mr. Black’s evidence as to the satisfactory manner in which the rates are 
collected by the five rate collectors, over 90 per cent, of all rates having been col- 
lected in that year ; and after allowing the statutable 25 per cent, discount on all ratings 
of £S and under for rates paid within one month, and for vacancies, &c., only 1*35 per 
cent, remained uncollected at the close of 1875. 

This is the best practical answer to the suggestions, that to some extent (though 
not, it is admitted on all hands, to so great an extent as formerly) the system still pre- 
vails in Belfast of delaying the collection of the municipal rates with a view to the dis- 
franchisement of voters in the interest of the Conservative majority in the Town Council. 

These collectors are required to lodge daily in the bank the amounts collected by 
them, and their books and counterfoils are carefully checked and compared with the 
bank book by Mr. Woods, the accountant, every day, and are subsequently examined 
by the audit and finance committees. 

The public markets, which are twelve in number, and which, in round figures, have 
cost about £100,000, are apparently well managed, and have been a considerable 
pecuniary success. The net profit upon them for the year 1875 was £6,325 10s., the gross 
receipts having been £9,223 7 s. 5 d., and the outgoings, including rent, rates, and taxes, 
salaries, wages, and some small repairs and alterations, £2,897 17s. 5 d., of which the 
salaries and wages amounted to over £l,80p. In reduction, too, of their original cost, con- 
siderable sums have been realized from the sale of surplus ground, which, as we have 
already seen, have been applied to the partial extinction of the mortgages under the 
Acts of 1845 and 1864. 

Net profits have also been realized of £84 16s. lid. from the weights and mea- 
sures adjusting account, and of £179 14s. 3d. from the public slaughter-house, after pay- 
ment of all wages, repairs, alterations, and other outgoings connected therewith. 
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The fines imposed at petty sessions in IS 75 amounted to no less a sum than £2,168 gELfAST - 
3s. 6d., and with the small sum of £15 2s. arising from fines on carmen, and some 
arrears of petty sessional fines from the previous year, reached the large total to the 
credit of the police fund of £2,896 19s. 2 cl,, after deducting £166 17s. 6(1 for stamps, Er. 244-24*;. 
summonses, &c. 

Licenses to car-drivers and owners of lodging-houses and slaughter-houses, &c., 
further produced £282 8s. to the credit of the same fund. £v. 252 . 

The laro-e sum of £2,079 18s. 3d. appears to the credit of the general purposes account 
as realized from the sale of manure and street and road scrapings ; and on the other side 
of that account it will be seen that the “ scavenging” cost £10,504 17s. 3c?. Under 
the heads of street repairs, permanent paving, ana special, estimated, and ordered 
works, there was expended and charged to the general purposes rate in 1875 £24,257 
6s. 2d. ; but against this there was received from owners and sundry persons in return for 
such works, and upon deposit account under the head of “permits,” Ac., £7,279 19s. 4cZ. 

This street expenditure is exclusive of the “ Ballymacarrett account,” which represents 
the outlay on the portion of the town which lies in county Down, and which amounted 
to £3,092 3s. Id Neither does it include the purchase of materials on store yard 
account, amounting to £17,157 6s. 3d, nor any portion of the expenditure on sewers, 

Ac., in the several drainage districts of the borough, which make up a further total of 
nearly £15,000 more. 

The only rates levied to the full amount authorized by the Local Acts were the ®j£ gl * Ek ’ 
oeneral purposes rate of 2s. in the pound within the lighted and watched district, and 
. fsd in the pound beyond that limit; and the borough rate of 3 cl. in the pound ; the 
whole amount of rates levied in the year reaching the total of £96,785 Is. 8c?., and ev . 212. 
£91,234 Ss. id. being brought into account as received from rates within that period. 

Complaint was made of the municipal taxation as excessive in comparison with 
towns in England and Scotland ; but Mr. J ames Kennedy, one of the gentlemen who Ev. itts-to. 
raised the objection, had scarcely taken into consideration the great disproportion which Mr.M^8Mn, 
exists in Ireland, and notably in Belfast, between the Government valuation and the 
letting value. Some striking instances of this were given by Mr. Black, the town Mr.BUck, 
solicitor, who, before we left Belfast, handed us a paper (Appendix 14), which he requested 
us to bring under the notice of the Select Committee of the House of Commons, con- 
taining illustrations of the discrepancies between the valuation and the letting value 
of houses and warehouses in some of the principal streets- _ “ In some parts of the 
town,” he said, “ houses are not valued at more than one-third of their letting value, 
and in other parts the valuation is not more than one-third or one-fourth below the 
letting value,” and even houses erected in recent yearn are, it seems, not unfrequently 
valued at about 50 per cent, below their letting value. The difficulties attendant Ev. 92 . 
upon obtaining a revaluation here were very clearly pointed out by him. Under the 
Valuation Acts it appears to be necessary not only that the application for a revalua- 
tion should come from the Grand Jury, but that a revaluation, if made at all, should be 
over the entire county, barony, or union. The Grand Jury of county Down on being 
applied to, refused consequently to make any application, and the reply of the Grand Jury . 
of the county of Antrim rendered them no further assistance, for they said, “We will 
forward your application, and confine it to that portion of the borough within the 
county Antrim,” and as this forms a portion only of the barony and of the union, they were 
precluded from obtaining any revaluation. 

One class of expenditure in Belfast which struck us in the first instance as unusually 
large, was the annual charge for salaries and wages, especially in the Surveyor’s depart- Mr. Woods, 
ment, where it amounts to £1,282 5s. 10c?., but the work in this department is very Ev ' 01 " 
great, and it is certainly well done, and no more effective head of such a department 
could well be found than Mr. Montgomery, the borough surveyor, who well earns his Ev.sra 
present salary of £650, which is the highest paid to any officer of the Corporation. The 
total charge for salaries is £6,892 10s., a list of which will be found in the Appendix 
(Appendix 2), but this includes £500 a year to the Recorder, and £200 a year to the Clerk 
of the Peace, and the more we saw of the generally efficient manner in which the 
business of the several departments was transacted, the less we felt disposed to cavil 
at the expenditure under this head. Indeed Mr. Kennedy himself did not consider the Mr. Kenncdy 
salaries excessive for a town of this magnitude. 

The Mayor of Belfast at present receives no salary, nor has he ever done so, except 
for some six years between 1S65 and 1871, when he received £1,000 a year. It was 
suggested by Mr. Rea — who sought to attribute personal motives to every member 
of the Council with whom he had been engaged in litigation, and who finally so abused 
the privilege we had accorded him of putting questions through the Chairman, as to 
necessitate his removal from the Court — that this salary was first voted in 1865 to 297 k 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




10 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 



Belfast, indemnify the late Mr. Lytle, the then Mayor, and at least two succeeding Mayors 
EtmrwS’ ^ 01 - s ^ are costs of the Chancery suit in which Mr. Ptea was the relator, but 

wV.Henjfr^n, this was indignantly denied by ]\fr. Mullan, the senior Alderman, and by Mr. Henderson, 
Ev.3i48-3i50. a Town Councillor, and no evidence was adduced to confirm Mr. Lea’s" insinuation, nor 
to lead us to doubt the substantial accuracy of the account given by Alderman Mullan of 
the circumstances under which the salary was first granted and subsequently discontinued. 

Comparing the rates levied here for municipal purposes with those at Cork and 
Limerick, the two largest municipal boroughs upon which we have hitherto reported, it 
will be found that Belfast contrasts very favourably with both ; the “ improvement ” 
and “general purposes” rates levied in those towns for the corresponding year (1S75), 
being at the rate of 5s. 6d. in the pound in Cork, and 5s. ll|d. in Limerick, while at 
Belfast the same rates amounted to but 4s. in the pound on the highest rated houses 
within the lighted and watched district, and to 3s. only on all below £20 rateable value. 

If the borough and burial rates, and the highest district drainage rate in Belfast 

that of the Newtownards-road district — be added to the above, they do not bring up 
Mr. M'Caidin, the total of rates levied by the Town Council to quite 5s. 3 cl. in the pound in’ the 
Mr. Kennedy, highest rated portion of the borough ; and outside the drainage districts the highest 
Ev. i"8i. ' rates do not amount to more than 4s. 4 hd., while it must further be taken into consider- 
ation that the Corporation of Belfast have not inherited from their predecessors any 
landed estates or ancient tolls or dues such as conduce largely to swell the revenues of 
Limerick, Cork, and the majority of old municipal boroughs in Ireland, 
siipptr. The water supply of Belfast is at present under the management of Water Commis- 

sioners, incorporated under the Belfast Water Act of 1870, for the purpose of supplying 
the town with water. 

Ev 1C9-173 Ml '* Black, the Town Solicitor, having brought this fact under our notice, and ad- 
vanced an opinion that some inconvenience, and, to a certain extent, a conflict of autho- 
rity resulted from the water supply not being under the control of the Corporation, 
we thought it only fair to receive the explanation of the Water Commissioners on 
tIie matter ’ and tlae Chairman of the Water Commissioners, Mr. W. J. Scott, and Mr. 
Mr. l. Luke Macassey, their principal engineer, were consequently examined by us upon the 
Ev. C 2 i 73 i 44 . P oillts raised by Mr. Black, which resolved themselves principally into the question of 
the high price charged by the Commissioners to the Corporation for water for watering 
the streets, and the occasional deficiency of the water supply in the case of fires breaking 
out in the town. Mr. Black gave the officers of the Water Commissioners credit for 
being anxious to meet the views of the officers of the Corporation as far as possible, 
Er. iso'isi. hut he considered the system an inconvenient one, which gave the Commissioners 
power, without previous notice, to open the streets, and to examine and relay their 
mains, although by arrangement they pay the Corporation for repairs whenever they 
have interfered with the streets. 



Upon the general question whether the water supply should be under the control of 
the Water Commissioners or the Corporation, on which Mr. Lea was desirous of being 
heard as their solicitor, we declined to enter, or to allow him to cross-examine the officers 
of the. Corporation as he was. urgently desirous of doing on this and many other 
points which arose in the course of our inquiry. 

The only other body between whom and the Corporation it was suggested that there could 
Ev. 203 S. ’ h e an y conflict of authority is the Harbour Board. Mr. Biggar, m.p., who came forward 
in the first instance as an old member, both of the Board of Water Commissioners and 
the To wn Council, to give his opinion upon the action of the Water Commissioners, raised 
the point that a very material conflict had arisen between the Harbour Board and the 
Town Council with regard to the outlet for the sewage of Belfast ; on the other hand 
Ev.' 182 - 1 S 5 . ^ r - Black, who also referred to this difference between the Corporation and the 
Harbour Board, stated that although the Corporation were only represented on the 
Board of Harbour Commissioners, as they are on the Water Board, by the Mayor who 
is ex officio a member of each Board, there was no conflict between the Harbour Board 
and the Corporation, and little or no inconvenience found to result from the existence 
of the former as a distinct body. 

COMFLAXNTS. The complaints against the administration of the rates and the municipal affairs by the 
Town Council were numerous, and occupied much of our time, involving as they did, 
several of serious nature, which required full explanation from the authorities ; while 
others were of a frivolous and almost contemptible character. 

An instance of the latter will be found in the charge brought against the Town 
Evllof^a 1 ’ Council ky Mr. Stewart, and supported by Mr. Dempsey, of permitting Temperance 
Mr. Dempiey, League coffee stands to be erected in the streets to the obstruction of the highway, 
Mr. s° Black, an d to the hijury the publicans and lodging-house keepers. It turned out that 
Ev. 2029. there was but one such coffee stand in existence at the time of our inquiry, and as we 
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passed it daily in the Police-square, on our way to the town hall, we are able to say BELFAST - 
positively that it gave rise to no obstruction. 

The principal charges may be arranged under the following heads : — 

1st. That a fair proportion of the rates is not expended for the benefit of the Roman 
Catholic inhabitants. 

2nd. That several members of the improvement committee of the Town Council, who 
are engaged in the timber and building trades, exercise undue influence on that com- 
mittee, in consequence of which the law is not strictly and uniformly carried out as laid 
down by the 75th section of the Act of 1865. 

3rd. "That the pollution of the BlackstafF Paver, which arises in the first instance from 
the action of the Corporation in introducing the town sewage into the " Pound Burn ” 
and other tributary streams, is greatly increased by the mill-owners, who further 
contribute the sewage of their miUs, and who, after using the water for condensing 
purposes, return it to the bed of the stream in a heated and far more offensive condition ; 
and it is alleged that owing to the influence of these mill-owners, the Corporation have 
hitherto resisted all schemes for the purification of the Blackstaff by the diversion of 
this contaminated water from its course. 

4th. That some of the officers of the Corporation, with the knowledge and approval 
of at least certain members of that body, interfere actively at the municipal elections 
in the interest of the Conservative majority of the Town Council. 

Mr. Dinnen in making this charge broadly stated it in these terms : — <f I believe the fsen"’ 
Corporation to be a huge political engine worked by the officials of the Corporation 
who are paid out of the rates of the town.” 

It will be seen that these charges all arise, more or less, from a feeling of dissatisfaction 
with the present composition of the Town Council, and although we have hitherto, in 
the inquiry intrusted to us, invariably refused to receive evidence relating to matters 
of politics or religion, and have endeavoured to eliminate all such from our consideration, 
it would be idle here to ignore the fact that these complaints proceeded almost exclu- 
sively from the Roman Catholic portion of the community, and from a certain party of 
Liberals among the Protestants and Presbyterians, who, in consequence of being almost 
unrepresented on the Town Council, were disposed to attribute to political or religious 
influences very many of the actions of that body in relation to municipal affairs. 

From this point of view these parties were certainly desirous of making common cause 
before us against the Corporation. Mr. M‘Erlean, a solicitor, applied to represent the 
Catholic party, and Mr. Rea, though applying in the first instance to represent the Water 
Commissioners, as their solicitor, appeared far more anxious to be heard as the repre- 
sentative of his own personal and political animosities. Mr. Dinnen, another solicitor, 
who gave evidence at considerable length, was, however, the main exponent of the 
complaints of the Liberal party. These gentlemen and others were all extremely 
desirous of going into the question of the franchise, and Mr. Rea also sought to re-open 
the past history of all the party fights for which Belfast is unhappily so notorious. 

Upon these matters w r e steadily and persistently declined to hear them, but we 
considered that we could not refrain from patiently investigating any matters of com- 
plaint which they were desirous of bringing before us bearing on the adminstration of 
the rates, and the conduct of the officers intrusted with their collection or expenditure, 



or those relating to the sanitary condition of the town. 

The cemetery question, which falls under the first head of these complaints, has caused 
a considerable amount of ill-feeling in the minds of the Roman Catholic portion of 
the inhabitants. Under the Belfast Burial Ground Act of 1866 (29 and 30 Vic., c. 113), 
the Corporation were authorized to purchase certain lands therein mentioned for the 
purpose of a public cemetery for the use of the inhabitants of Belfast, and also to dispose 
of any surplus portion of such lands not required for the purposes of the cemetery. ^ 
The ground they were so authorized to purchase comprised in all about 103 acres, and ‘ c 
the Corporation set apart forty-five acres of this for a cemetery. This was divided into e 
two portions ; the larger, consisting of thirty acres, was allotted as a burying-ground for | 
Protestants; and fifteen acres for that of Roman Catholics. A division was made e 
between the two portions of ground, and it was arranged that a mortuary chapel should 
be erected in each. The Roman Catholic bishop applied to the Corporation to vest in r 
him and his successors the sole and exclusive control over the Roman Catholic portion, 
and insisted that he should have the right from time to time to regulate and determine s 
who should and who should not be interred in that burying-ground. He submitted i 
■certain propositions as to the conditions on which the ground should be set apart for 
the Roman Catholic inhabitants ( vide Appendix 11), but'the Corporation refused to accede 
to them, and when they appeared before the Privy Council to have the rules and 
regulations of the cemetery approved of, and an order made for the closing of certain 
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burial-grounds in the borough, the bishop opposed the application of the Corporation, and 
sought to obtain the sanction of the Privy Council to the rules submitted by himself. 

The case before the Privy Council was adjourned in the hope that some arrangement 
could be come to, and the bishop made further propositions to the Corporation, to whicli 
they declined to accede. (See report of cemetery committee of 19th July, 1869 
Appendix 11.) 

Finally, in order to enable the bishop to determine what course he should pursue, the 
Privy Council decided that the “Friar’s Bush” burying-ground (being the place where 
the Roman Catholic inhabitants had been usually buried up to that time), should not 
be closed until the 25th November, 1S69. In the meantime the bishop, finding that he 
could not induce the Corporation to agree in his views, purchased about eleven acres of 
ground for a cemetery for the Roman Catholics, which has been since enclosed and 
laid out at a cost, including the purchase-money of the land, of about £7,000, the 
entire of which has been raised by the bishop. The fifteen acres set apart by the 
Corporation have never been accepted by the bishop and his flock, and they positively de- 
cline to avail themselves of it. The Corporation have since built a mortuary chapel on 
the Protestant portion of the cemetery, and they were willing to do the same for the 
Roman Catholic portion, had it been occupied by them ; but this was not looked upon 
by the bishop as a matter of much importance. It is, however, felt as a grievance, 
that in consequence of what has occurred the Roman Catholics are obliged to pay a burial 
rate exclusively for the benefit of the Protestants of Belfast, while they have had to 
provide themselves with a cemetery of their own at a cost of £7,000, to which the Pro- 
testants do not contribute. The ill-feeling thus arising among the Roman Catholic 
inhabitants has been aggravated by what has since taken place. 

After the allotment of the forty-five acres for the cemetery there remained of the 103 
acres so purchased, fifty-eight acres of surplus land, which, under the 10th section of the 
Burial Ground Act of 1866, the Corporation advertised for sale, but in consequence of a 
memorial very numerously signed by the inhabitants of that district, they abandoned 
the intention, and resolved to comply with the wishes of the inhabitants of the Falls- 
road district by forming a public park there. It was then discovered that the Public Parks 
Act of 1S69 gave no power to make parks outside the borough and an amending Bill 
(the Public Parks Amendment Act of 1872) was introduced by Messrs. M'Clure and 
Johnston the members for the borough, and adopted by the Government, which gave 
power to the Corporation to purchase parks outside the borough boundary, and to sell 
surplus lands. A further difliculty being then raised as to what constituted a sale 
within the meaning of the Act, a local inquiry was held by the direction of the 
Local .Government Board, which was followed by the Local Government Board’s 
“Provisional Order (Belfast) Confirmation Act” of 1S73, by the 3rd section of which 
the Corporation were authorized and empowered to apply the lands not required and 
unappropriated for a cemetery for the purpose of a public park, under the provisions, 
of the Act therein mentioned, and to apply a sum of £5,000, being the estimated value 
of said lands in manner therein mentioned, and the 10th section of the Act of 1866 
was also thereby repealed. 

Notwithstanding the obtaining of the Provisional Order and Act at a considerable 
expense, to enable them to secure this park, the Corporation are now seeking to add 
thirteen of the fifty-eight acres again to the cemetery, on the ground that the portion 
allotted to the Protestants is not large enough, having regard to the death-rate of 
Belfast, although it was alleged, and not denied, before us, that in the inquiry held by 
the Local Government Board it had been stated by the borough surveyor that there 
was then sufficient space in the existing ground for sixty years. The fifteen acres 
of the burial ground which has been refused by the Bishop lies between the Protestants’ 
burial ground and that which, under the Act of 1873, was to be added to the park, and it 
was contended, on the part of the Roman Catholics, that if the Corporation wanted more 
ground they should re-allot the Protestant portion, and avail themselves upon certain 
terms of the fifteen acres allotted to the Roman Catholic community, which are lyino" 
practically unused, though it was admitted that some few Roman Catholics “ outside the- 
pale of the Church” had been buried there. 

The practical result, undoubtedly, is that the Roman Catholics derive no benefit from 
the cemetery authorized to be formed by the Act of 1866, to the rates for maintaining 
which they are bound to contribute, while they have had to raise £7,000 among them- 
selves for their own cemetery, in addition to which the Corporation are now seeking 
to deprive them of what they believe to be a portion of the park formed for the benefit 
of the locality in which they more particularly reside. 

It was also alleged, that about the time the park and cemetery were being formed, a 
pledge was given by the Corporation that they would flag a portion of the footway of 
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the public road, leading to those places. It was not denied that this promise was made B ^ T - 
and it certainly has not been carried out ; but it was alleged that a considerable amount 
of partial work had been done there from time to time, and that the promise was con- 
ditional on there being sufficient funds at the disposal of the Corporation for this ob- 
ject. This was answered by saying, that the Corporation had flagged the footways m 
other parts of the town, which did not require it so much ; and although this was 
aaain answered by saving, that in those cases the owners have invariably contributed 
bv oivino- ground or the value of it, there is no doubt whatever, that the minds of the 
Roman Catholics are strongly impressed with the idea that they have been unfairly 
treated in this and other matters of a similar character by the Corporation. 

In illustration of this another matter was brought up at some length more than once 
before us, relative to the non-purchase by the Corporation out of the funds at tlieir Mr. o.ujg»=, 
disposal of a vacant plot of ground at the end of Milford-street, an important thoroughfare, *£• B]ac j. 
iu which one of the principal Roman Catholic Churches in Belfast had been recently bui . et. i6i». 

By the 3S4th sec. of the Belfast Improvement Act, of 1845, S & 9 Vic., cap. 142, the 
Corporation are empowered to set apart annually a sum of £1,500 for widening, 
improving, and making such alterations in the streets as they may think necessaiy, and £ • 2g33 °- • 
although they had originally under the advice of the borough surveyor Mr. Mont- 
gomery, refused to pass building plans submitted to them by the ownei o le po o Mr -g ernarii 
Tand in question, on the ground that such building would close up the entrance of the Hughey 
street, yet they subsequently granted him permission to build, and dec me o avai 
themselves of his offer to sell them the ground for £140, although pressed to do so 
by a deputation, including ministers of the Kornan Catholic and Presbyteii an churches 
in the neighbourhood, who were desirous of having the street prolonged into Uenis- 
street, and free communication thus preserved for the accommodation of the residents 
in that locality, and especially those frequenting these churches. . 

Mr. Colligan, who was in a great measure the representative of the grievances felt by 
the Roman Catholic community, no doubt expressed the views of ms co-re lgiouis s 
when he said, that it was the opinion of all the people in the neighbouihoo . a kv. 2S33-39! 
reluctance shown to expend £140 of the funds of the Corporation m purchasing this 
ground and maintaining it as a public thoroughfare, arose from the tact that it 
would be a particular accommodation to the Roman Catholic inhabitants a enc mg e 
services of the Milford-street church ; and the fact that in another street (Rosemary- g.yfcgfc*. 
street), the Corporation have laid out a larger sum from this fund of £1, _ a year m pui ^ ColligaBj 
chasing property in order to set back the street and widen it, would seem to give Ev . 28 37. 
some colour to this suggestion. On the other hand it must be borne in pain ia _i . Mr. Biact 
Black gives other reasons for the withholding of the grant in this instance. e is inc ) 
expresses his disbelief as to the Town Council being in any way influenced by any sectanan 
motive in reference to tlieir expenditure in this or any other matter. U itima e y, a er 
half the plot of ground at the end of Milford-street had been built on, the other halt was 
purchased for £70, to which the Corporation gave £35, and the remainder was made up ^Bernard 
by subscription— the then chairman of the improvement committee, Mr. J Rrowne, anci E ,..., 334 . 
Alderman Hughes, also a member of that committee, being among the contii u ors. ^ CoUfean 

The second principal ground of complaint was with respect to the conduct ottne im- '' 

provement committee in not carrying out the 75th section of the Act or lo , 111 le 
lation to the occupation of houses in new streets. 

By that section of the 28 and 29 Vic., cap. 183, it was provided that 

“ Any street or road formed or set out within the borough after the commencement of this 
not be opened for traffic, nor should any house or other building built after the commeneemen ° - 

abutting thereon or approached thereby, be inhabited, unless and until the roadways and foo ‘ 

been properly constructed and completed (according to plan therein mentioned) to the sa is ac 
surveyor;” 



and the surveyor was thereby empowered to close the street until it was so comp ® e • 
This section was further extended by the 25th section of the Act of 1368 e " 
32 Viet., cap. 117 — which imposes a penalty of 20s. a week on the ownei o eac °}^ e 
which shall be so inhabited for every week it shall continue to be inhabited. 0 wi - 
standing the provisions of these sections, which were manifestly enacted or esa’e 
of the health and comfort of the people likely to inhabit such houses, 1 is cer am 
that very many new streets have been laid out and opened for traffic without t e roa - 
ways or footpaths having been formed, and the houses in these streets have been inhabited, 
wholly regardless of the provisions of the sections above mentioned, borne o ese 
streets, which were described as built on a swamp, and impassable with any egree 0 
comfort from then* unpaved, unchannelled, and muddy condition, had been ai ou an 
the houses built by members of the improvement committee, and were atterwar s so 
by them ; while others were, at the time of our inquiry, owned by members 01 1 a com- 
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mittee. The houses in these were said to have been occupied— some six or twelve 
months, and others two years. 

One instant*, was stated tousbyMf. O’Neill, who had bought a number of houses in streets 
-rtich had been, he said, macadamized for years, and after he had bought them he was 
required by the Corporation to pave the streets at ouce, and did so at considerable 
cost, and upon his objecting on one occasion, he was served with a summons, and 
was told he would have to pay £2 10a*. costs, but he refused to pay a farthing, and has not 
been asked for it since. Another instance of a similar character, but in which proceed- 
ings were taken for a much larger amount for a work alleged to have been done for 
him by the Corporation, was adduced by the Rev. J. Nelson, a Presbyterian minister. 

Mr. Riggar, who spoke of the committee as the “Timber Ring,” made a direct charge 
jfjnst members of it, that they availed themselves of their position as such to bene- 
fit tiiemselves or their friends, in their business as timber merchants and building specu- 
lators ; and although no other witness put the charge in such direct terms, the number 
ot persons on that committee connected with the building and timber trades was more 
than once referred to, and instances in which they were alleged to be favoured were 
brought forward. In reply to these imputations, it is only right to refer to the evidence 
°t Mr. Montgomery, the Borough Surveyor, whose character was entirely unimpeached, 
and to whose tarn dealing and impartiality in the discharge of his duty Mr. Bigo-ar paid 
a just tribute. His whole evidence on this subject (pages 142, 143) deserves a careful 
perusal, and it will he seen that he says : — 



f ou t j. lmkm S j* over carefully. I do not recollect any instance where a member of the committee 

01 ’ f T V0 , urs that were not on other occasions given to the very bitterest of their op- 

Coun il '’ 1- do not think that party or religion has anything to do with their actions on the Town 



a m ° re .than once that it was impossible to carry out the 75th section of the 

Act oi 1865 in its integrity in a rapidly growing town like Belfast, and that the 
section ot the Act was put in contrary to his advice. With reference to some of the par- 
ticular instances complained of he says he has — 1 

“ Always advised that the older streets should be taken first.” 



And that although his recommendations were not always treated as infallible, yet he 
could positively say this had never been owing to the influence of the members men- 
tioned by Mr. Biggar. And he added : — 

“I think I have been better supported in Belfast than any other town I have been in." 

Mr. Carlisle who certainly cannot be considered a witness in favour of the Corporation 
said — 1 



“I believe this talk of the timber ring is incorrect, so far as I could see, for the three years I was on that 
committee there was no undue influence brought to bear. I had no connexion with any of the timber 
merchants and I believe that they did then- duty to the best of their ability and that they have done so without 



Mr. Black having also stated that the 75th section of the Act of 1S65 ou^ht never 
i * u consequence of the difficulty in carrying it out, we enquired 

T a .7 * 0UI1 £ that to be the case, they had not had the clause repealed by the 

Act ot 1868, instead of asking for the more stringent powers in dealing with the matter 
which they obtained under the 25th section of that Act. It appeared to us that the 
Corporation should seek to get rid of these clauses altogether if they find they 
cannot carry them out fairly, but while they are part of the law of the land they certainly 
ought to be so carried out as to leave if possible no colour for the suspicions, which are 
un doubt e dly entertained, that strict impartiality is not invariably observed. 

“.e s f ri ° u ® anc * continually growing nuisance arising from the polluted condition of 
~ lackstaff river is part of the history of Belfast, and deserves special consideration. 

1 lie legislation with a view to the improvement of this river has been already 
noticed m our review of the Acts of 1S74 and 1850, and certain recitals in those Acts 
with inference to the Blackstaff have been quoted at length. No steps havino- been 
taken to improve its condition save some temporary annual cleansing by the removal 
ot the accumulated filth along its banks, it has, as a matter of fact, been getting worse 
ea ”f “ on A the additional quantity of sewage matter which is discharged into it. 

lhe Blackstaff is itself a pure stream down to the point where it is joined by the Pound 
Burn, but this and other small contributory streams from the Falls-road district have be- 
come thoroughly impregnated with the sewage of the numerous houses which havebeenbuilt 
along 1 their course, and to such an extent has this been introduced from time to time that 
the Pound Burn is now practically a common sewer. As each successive mill is reached the 
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water is used for condensing and boiler purposes, and, having usually received in addition BEtrA5T - 
the sewage of that mill, it goes on to the next with increased impurity. Mr. i. j. 

When this subject was first brought to our notice we could hardly believe it possible E “i 7 ri-o. 
that mill-owners could use such polluted and filthy water for the purposes of their mills, m^^ 
but as the enquiry proceeded it was only too palpable that they not only did so, but were Ev . ihs. 0 ’ 
ready to take proceedings against the Corporation when threatened to be deprived of any 
portion of it; in illustration of which we would refer to Mr. Montgomery’s evidence Ev. 2997 - 9 . 
touching his diversion of the Fairywell stream, which he described as “ a miniature 
Pound Burn,” into the North-street main sewer by which it is conducted into the river 
Lagan below the tideway. 

The reason assigned for the use of tills contaminated water by more than one witness Mr. James 
among the mill-owners was that at present it was a matter of necessity and not of choice; f^isos’-G. 
that they would prefer pure water if the Water Commissioners could supply it at a Mr. Wm. 
moderate price and in a sufficient quantity all the year round, but that the price charged 
was practically prohibitory, and thus a large proportion of the manufacturing establish- 
ments in Belfast would have to be closed if the use of the water from these polluted 
streams was discontinued. On the other hand, two mill-owners at least seemed to think Mr. r. j. 
a sufficient supply from the Water Commissioners might be obtained, and one of these E^rr‘S-rc. 
gentlemen said “We want no compensation but a supply of water, w’hich they ” (meaning Mr. c. Duied, 
the Corporation) “ could easily give us from the Water Commissioners.” Ev. ssoo. 

It was not sought to be denied on the paid of the mill-owners that the water was 
returned to the bed of the stream from the boilers of these mills in a highly heated and Dr. r»n^ 
far more offensive condition, and we were informed that the vapour and steam thus M ' r ^ 
generated contaminated the surrounding atmosphere to an extent which could not Carlisle, 
fail to be detrimental to the health of the mill hands and their families, and others ^ 
dwelling in the immediate locality. Ev. 1210. 

It was likewise admitted by the town solicitor (Mr. Black), and by Mr. Montgomery, 
the borough surveyor, that the Corporation had first contributed to the pollution of these 
streams by causing the public sewers to run into them, and Mr. Montgomery said he had Montgomery 
found the system in existence before he came to Belfast, and that the Fairywell stream Ev. 3101 - 72 ’. 
had been polluted for twenty years. He reminded us that the same thing prevails in Ev. 31 m. ^ 
Bradford and other large mauufacturing towns, but said he was endeavouring to carry ^ g " 69 ^ 
out a main drainage scheme which would prevent any further necessity for this in 
Belfast, though it is at present, in certain districts, unavoidable. He also told us that Ev - 1203 - 
the Town Council had already constructed several large intercepting sewers which had 
diverted from the Blackstaff, and the other streams referred to, a very large quantity of 
sewage, and that in every case where plans had come in for new streets and buildings, 
he had objected to any fresh sewage being turned into these streams, and had generally 
succeeded in preventing it. 

Mr. Black, who said that he was “not there on the part of the Corporation to deny that Mr. Black, 
the Blackstaff was a nuisance,” contended that “ the difficulties hitherto in the way of E " 
remedying that nuisance had been so great, that so far they had been unable to overcome 
them.” Referring to a report in October, 1S73, by a sub-committee consisting of 
Messrs. J. Dinnen, R, Carlisle, and Alderman Hughes — of which it was made a matter |f £ 
of serious complaint before us by the two first-named gentlemen that it was shelved Mr. Carlisle, 
and had not been entered on the minutes — he said — Er - 172G-2 s- 

“ An c-fleetual remedy does not lie in those petty suggestions made by that sub-committee, but by the Mr. Black, 
construction, as Mr. Montgomery has suggested by his scheme, of a system of main drainage for die town, and Ev - li72 - 
this system the Corporation have been prevented from carrying out owing to the difference existing between 
the Corporation and the Harbour Board as regards the outlet for the sewage, and also the serious expense that 
would be incurred in constructing the works. When the town is prepared to meet these difficulties, the work 
no doubt will be carried out. No suggestion has ever been made about dealing with the Blackstaff nuisance 
or any other nuisance, that was not carefully considered.” 

He further stated that the Corporation bad taken the opinion of the late Attorney- 
General (and present Chief Justice) May, on the subject, and be banded in that opinion 
(Appendix. 15), which was, he said, to the effect that the Corporation of that day having ev 
carried their sewers into the Blackstaff and other streams, they could not insist on the Mr. 
mill-owners taking their sewage out of those streams or abstaining from other pollution ev. 3 ms- 33 o’ 2 . 
of them until they, the Corporation, had first diverted the town sewerage. Mr. Black, 
moreover, himself contended that the Corporation had only acted in exercise of the 
powers conferred on them by the 90th sect, of the Act of 1845, and the 51st sect, of the 
Act of 1850. 

"We have quoted thus at length Mr. Black’s observations at this stage, as they sum up 
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Belfast. the whole case for the Town Council in reply to the charges of supineness and neglect, or 
E^iaiS"’ ° f succumbiD P. to the undue influence of the mill-owners in leaving the Blackstatf in its 
Mr. Robert present condition, which were, by various witnesses, advanced against the Corporation. 
Ev ri 289 r- 2942 . ^. be names °f these witnesses are quoted in the margin, but the witness ■who constituted 
Ev. 1726-58. himself the principal accuser of the Corporation in this matter, and who was, indeed, the 
Ev. 1478?82 W ’ only oDe who alleged in terms that the influence of the mill-owners was directed to the 
smifb rc ° obstructlon of tbe improvement and purification of the Blackstafl; was M r. Robert Carlisle, 
Ev. 1 409-ic 15. wbo > with Mr. Dinnen, was a member of the Corporation, and of the sub-committee 
S’wioSr* aready referred to in 1 S 73, in the November of which year he lost his seat. 

Mr.' u. Another nuisance which arises from the present condition of the Blackstaff is the 
Ev'nM 70 floodl "=’ *° wbicb several of the streets below its junction with the Pound Burn are sub- 
Mr. GaiHkiu, ject, and it was to this point principally that the evidence of Dr. Bryce Smith (incidentally 
S’ISSS, corroborated b y bis friend Dr. Ferguson) was directed. ' 

Ev. 3377-80. Mr. Montgomery contends that his scheme, which embraced three principal objects, and 
Ev! 34 V 9 - 30 . f sum mary of which will be found in the Appendix (Appendix 9), would not only, 
i^'Xso. by S 16a j S ° f mterce P fcin S sewers, remove all sewage and other impurities from the Black- 
er! c. Duffin. staft and other streams flowing through the town into the river Lagan, but would by 
Dr! im P 0 « ndin ff tbe storm waters of the Pound Burn and the Blackstatf in regulating re- 

■Smith. _ _ servoirs on their upper course, both abate the flooding and economise the water for the 
Mr'.i 4U9_li,lu ’ mul-owners and the public. The cost of the three intercepting sewers and the works in 
Montgomery, connexion with them, was estimated in Mr. Montgomery’s report of 13th of February, 
*' 1S75, at £200,000, and that of the impounding reservoirs, at £100,000, but Mr. Mont- 

gomery very fairly stated that until the remaining portion of his scheme — the dis- 
posal and utilization of the sewage— was decided on, no reliable estimate could be 
given of the cost of the whole. And it is certain that this question of cost has hitherto 
constituted the main obstacle to the carrying out of his scheme, which -was proposed so 
Jong ago as 1866, when it was examined on the spot, and favourably reported on by Sir 
Moufromcrv dos . e P b (then Mr.) Bazalgette; and Mr. Dinnen and Mr. Gaffikin both stated their objection 
Ev. ins. ' t0 w substantially in tbe same terms, viz., that the Blackstatf would thereby have been 
111 ade the lever for a S rand drainage scheme for the entire town, which would have been 
Mr. Gaffikin, a § rea t expense, and “ with which,” in the opiniou of the latter gentleman, “ the Town 
Ev. 2365-Gii. Council had nothing to do.” 

We do not here propose to enter upon the rival merits of this or any other of the various 
schemes which their promoters were anxious to bring before us, but as so much stress was 
i- r . i- ai< y ^P 011 , e ormssion from the minutes of the sub-committee’s report of October, 1873 
Ev! 1726-29. ' and absence of any further action upon it beyond referring it to the borouoh sur- 
Ev i's$ n 2 -“‘ xe 7? 1 ' . Ius observations and report, we think it only right to draw attention^ the 

. i.a— ,. evidence in relation to this at pages 87, 91, and 138. 

Montgomery, n ykj le y er Y decided differences of opinion exist upon this and many other matters in 
f.v. 2990-91. E»eltast, there is at least one point upon which we may safely say that all parties and 
all classes are unanimous, and that is the disgusting nature of the nuisance arisino- 
from the present condition of the Blackstaff from its junction with the Pound Burn- 
and w r e are bound to add that the prevailing opinion among a large portion of the rate- 
payers is that the Corporation are, from whatever cause, responsible for the con- 
tinuance of this monster nuisance. 



Numerous other complaints as to imperfect sewage, flooding of streets, &c., were 
made in the course of our inquiry, which it would occupy too much space to notice at 
length in this already far too long report. We content ourselves, therefore, with refer- 
ring m the margin to the names of the witnesses who came forward to speak as to 
i, these, almost all of which Mr. Montgomery came forward to answer in detail. 

We subjoin m the Appendix (Appendix 7), a report put in by Dr. Samuel Browne, 
who has been the consulting sanitary officer since the passing of the Public Health 
Act of IS/ 4, in which he enumerates his duties and the amount of work done in 
A 16 y ( ? arj and at the close of which he offers suggestions for changing 

tbe . „ ■' consulting sanitary officer” to that of “superintendent medical officer 

ot health ; of the “sanitary officers” to “district medical officers,” and of the “sub- 
sanitary officers to “ inspectors of nuisances,” and of the " executive sanitary officer” 
to sanitary inspector.” These names would certainly more nearly represent the nature 
ot the duties discharged by each than those by which they are at present distinguished 
and would pore nearly coincide with those by which the officers holding similar positions 
are known in. England. 

Dr. Browne’s position here is very much the same as that occupied by the Medical 
Officer of Health of a large English borough, and we have no hesitation in 
saying that he appears to devote great attention to his duties, and in his case the 
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title of Consulting Medical Officer is certainly not misapplied, as we have so often found bewast. 
it to be elsewhere. He has been practically conversant with all the sanitary arrange- 
ments of Belfast since 1S48, is daily kept informed of all the work done by the 
various officers of the sanitary staff, who take their instructions from him, and all of 
whose reports pass either through his hands, or those of the executive sanitary officer, 
with whom he consults daily ; and every week he attends the meeting of the sanitary 
committee, and those of the Town Council as often as he thinks necessary. He also 
sends in monthly reports, and a general report every three months. Under his 
advice the Corporation are about to take proceedings under the provisions of the 
Ar tisans’ Dwellings Act, for the improvement of a portion of the town, the reports 
relating to which were handed in by him, and will be found in the Appendix. 

(Appendix No. 8, page 210.) 

The last charge, in the order in which we have arranged them, relates to the conduct 
of some of the officers in regard to the municipal elections. 

Our first impression was that it would not fall within the scope of our inquiry to take 
evidence on such a matter, but when it was distinctly charged with respect to one at least 
of the officials, Mr. De Cobain, the cashier, that his active interference on these occa- 
sions was with the knowledge and approval of a majority of the Town Council, 
and that his salary had been increased from time to time by the Corporation, as a reward 
• for political services, we felt we had no alternative but to investigate the matter. In 
and previous to the year 1872, a belief existed in the minds of at least some of the 
Town Council and of several of the ratepayers, that certain officials were in the 
habit of unduly interfering in municipal and parliamentary elections, and to put a stop to 
the practice, Mr. John Dinnen gave notice that he would move on the 1st February, Mr. Dinnen., 
1S72, a resolution in the following terms — Ev ' 18,4 ‘ 

“ That it be an instruction to the employees of the Corporation not to take any active part prior to, or at, 
any municipal or parliamentary elections beyond recording their votes.'’ 

Mr. Dinnen moved the resolution on that day, and mentioned instances in which, as 
he and others alleged, at least one of the officers had so interfered; but notwithstanding 
this, and without holding an investigation into the matter, the resolution was 
negatived by seventeen votes to six. On our inquiry why this most reasonable and proper 
resolution was thus summarily rejected, the reason assigned was, that the injudicious 
course adopted by some of its supporters led to this result, as the passing of it would 
have made it appear that there was some foundation in the charges against the 
officials, which the majority voting against it believed to be untrue. With respect to 
this, we can only observe that it must be admitted, so far at all events as relates to 
Mi*. De Cobain, that there was ample foundation for the motion. He was for some sir. 
years before, and in the year 1872, a member of a Conservative association governed Er. < 8635 -C 8 . 
bv rules which in terms provided that the society’s committees of the different wards 
in Belfast, should have the nomination of candidates for the offices of Town Coun- 
cillors, Harbour Commissioners, Water Commissioners, and any other public body in the 
borough. While this or a like rule was in force, Mr. De Cobain was on the committee 
1 of the° Dock Ward, and at another time of Cromac Ward, and as some members of the Ev.^5S3-8i^ 
Town Council were from time to time members of the association and of its committees, *‘ v ‘ 
these gentlemen must have known as a matter of fact, that Mr. De Cobain did take 
an active part in the promotion of the candidature of certain persons for election 
to the Town Council. 

He admitted himself that he had canvassed for the return of members of the Council, Mr. 
and had actively interfered in such elections, and he justified his right to do so out of office e*. 8586 ^ 2 . 
hours and outside the Corporation buildings. He stated that he had not acted thus for Ev. s&o-u* 
about the last three years, but the reason of his not doing so (if it be the fact, seeing that T ' 
he admitted having taken the chair and spoken at a public meeting last year in Ev. 3680. 
Cromac ward) may be probably traced to the circumstances detailed in the evidence of 
James Larmour in relation to an action brought by him against Mr. De Cobain, as Mr. James 
after the publicity given to Mr. Pe Cobain’s proceedings at this trial in November, 1874, ev 24° o ^-2538. 
it would have been impossible for^the Town Council to shut their eyes to such conduct . 
if continued. 

On the 2nd February, 1876, a proposal was brought before the Town Council to increase Mr. j. Dinnen, 
the salaries of some of the officers, including Mr. De Cobain, and he admitted that Ev ' 1874 ' 
he had spoken to members of the Town Council with reference to an increase of his 
salary which he desired to have raised to £350. Mr. Thomas Gaffikin, one of the Mr. Thomas 
Town Councillors, opposed this resolution to increase the salaries, and speaking of Mr. e ^2383-88. 
De Cobain said — 

“His qualifications, except in a political and electioneering point of view, did not justify Ms claim upon 
the Council.” 

D 
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Ev. 2387. 



Ev. 2391-2. 



Sir John 
SaTajtr. 
Ev. 338.'.. 



Ev. 3400. 
Ev. 3574. 



Ev. 3221. 

Mr. Black, 
Ev. 2190. 

Sir J. Savage, 
Ev. 3388. 



Mr. 

Dc Cobain. 
Ev. 3214-16. 
Ev. 3589. 

Ev. 3591. 

Ev. 3590. 

Mr. Guthrie, 
Ev. 314, and 
344-346 ; 
and Mr. 

De Cobain, 
Ev. 735-746. 



Mr. Ewart, 
Ev. 3434-35. 
Mr. 

De Cobain, 
Ev. 3599. 

Mr. 

Henderson, 
Ev. 3111. 



Mr. J. Dinnen, 
Ev. 1S67-68. 



In answer to questions put by us, Mr. Gaffikin stated that he thus referred to Mr. 
De Cobain’s qualifications as being of a political or electioneering character from his 
knowledge of Mr. De Cobain’s — 

“ Canvassing in every way in liia power, attending Conservative meetings, and making himself as influential 
as possible with reference to every change that took place in the Town Council.’” 

He also stated that he had been put out of the Council in November, 1 874, and that 
Mr. De Cobain had interfered adversely to him at that election, and that there was a 
feeling amongst the officers of the Town Council (from whom he, however, excepted 
Mr. Black and Mr. Montgomery), that he, Mr. Gaffikin, should not be on the Town 
Council. Sir J ohn Savage, who had been lately Mayor of Belfast, was also present at 
the same meeting, and was in the chair. He had succeeded at the election of 1874, though 
opposed, and previously to going to the meeting he had been informed by Mr. Gam- 
kin, whom he described as a most respectable member of the Corporation, that Mr. 
De Cobain had asserted that it was a most ungrateful thing for him, Sir John Savage, 
to oppose the proposed increase of his salary, because he, Mr. De Cobain, had largely 
influenced Sir John’s return as alderman for St. Anne’s ward. At the meeting Sir John 
Savage alluded to this matter, complained of Mr. De Cobain’s conduct in making such an 
assertion, and said that he believed such a statement had no existence in fact. • He fur- 
ther stated that he thought Mr. De Cobain was carrying the matter a little too far in 
canvassing and endeavouring to influence the members of the Town Council to increase 
his salary. 

Notwithstanding these statements, Sir John Savage voted for a modified increase 
of Mr. De Cobain’s salary to £300, and a vote was passed raising it to that amount 
without calling on him for any explanation as to the conduct charged against him. It 
is true that he denied before us having made any such statement to Mr. Gaffikin, and he 
had also denied it privately to Mr. Black and to Sir John Savage ; but Sir John said that 
he believed Mr. Gaffikin, who had informed him that the statements were so made. Sir 
John strongly condemned any active interference on the part of the officers in elec- 
tioneering matters, and stated that complaints on that head had been made against 
Mr. De Cobain, and that he had told him his mind with regard to any official of the 
Corporation taking the slightest part, pro or con, with regard to the return of a mem- 
ber of the Council, or doing anything that might bear a partisan or political character, 
that such conduct was to be highly disapproved of, and that if he ever attempted 
such a thing he would lose his (Sir John Savage’s) confidence and support. 

Mr. De Cobain how-ever entertains very peculiar views with regard to the pro- 
priety of his interference in municipal elections, and while admitting that he had 
canvassed for some members of the Corporation as against others, claims to have two 
identities, and that the fact of his being a well known officer of the Corporation ought 
not to override what he terms his “ rights of citizenship.” It is, however, only fair to add, 
that looking to his duties as cashier and to the large sums of money which pass annually 
through bis hands, amounting to some £43,000 a year, of which about £12,000 is 
directly expended by him iu the payment of weekly wages, it can scarcely be held that 
£300 a year is an excessive salary ; and although we cannot but regret the rejection 
by the Town Council of the very reasonable resolution proposed by Mr. Dinnen on the 
1st February, 1872, nor doubt that some members of that body were at least partially 
cognisant of Mr. De Cohain’s activity in municipal elections, we do not find it neces- 
sary to accept Mr. Dinnen’s inference — and this is the question with which our inquiry is 
more immediately concerned — that the rates were corruptly expended by raising his 
salary as a reward for political services. 

We have already noticed the suggestion that the rate collectors still, to some extent, 
manipulate the burgess lists in the interests of the predominant party on the Town 
Council, by not collecting rates in due time, and thus disfranchising voters, and we think 
it only necessary to add that whatever may have been the case prior to the Award 
Act of 1864, this charge was, as regards the existing state of things, virtually abandoned. 
Mr. Dinnen’s own evidence affords perhaps the best commentary upon his statement — 
that “ there is an inner circle of the Corporation who manage the entire borough, and 
the others are but tools in their hands.” 

Application was made to us by Mr. Michael Andrews on behalf of the “ Flax Spinners 
and Power Loom Linen Manufacturers Association” of Belfast to take evidence 
with respect to the members of limited liability companies not being entitled to the 
franchise, though their places of business were within the municipal area, and were 
among the highest rated establishments in Belfast. He stated that the valuation of 
concerns of this class, on which municipal rates were paid, amounted to the sum of 
£24,924, while the owners had no voice in the selection of municipal representatives. 
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We informed him that we considered we had not power to entertain this question, as Be ] 
it related to an alteration in the franchise ; but we think it right to report the fact of 
this application having been made to us for the information of the Select Committee of 
the House of Commons. 



U. CORBETT. (Seal). 

E. B. LAWLESS, (Seal). 

WM. A. EXHAM, (Seal). 



Four Courts, Dublin, lith May, 1877. 



H. A. RoBrNsoN, 

Acting as Secretary. 



TRIM. raiJ , 

Trim, the county and assize town of Meath, adopted the Towns Improvement Act of 
1854 , shortly after it became law, and is now governed by nine Town Commissioners Mr. r^iiy, 
under that Act. v ' U ” C ' 

The town was previously governed by thirteen Town Commissioners under the 9th Ev. 23. 

Geo. IV., cap. 82. 

The principal revenues administered by the Corporation are derived from real pro- 
perty known as “ The Trim Commons,” of which, when the Irish Municipal Commis- 
sioners made their report in 1 S 35 , 439 a. 3 r. 37 p. Irish plantation measure, equivalent to Ev. 12, 13. 
nearly 780 statute acres, were in the hands of the old Corporation. From that report it 
appears that these “Commons” were divided, under a by-law of 3rd May, 1705, into 
“ burgess lots ” of from ten to twenty acres, and “ freemen’s lots ” of from four to ten Ev. u. 
acres, which were held for the life of the grantee (and one year additional for his 
widow), at the nominal rent of Is. per annum. There were in 1 S 35 , fifteen burgess lots, and Ev. it. 
forty-seven freemen’s lots, and the largest lot held by any one person was nineteen Ev - 16 - 
acres. Some four or five of these lives are still running, but they all hold small “free- Ev. 20,21. 
men’s lots ” of from three to five acres each. 

The Town Clerk, Mr. John Reilly, who gave his evidence in a remarkably straight- 
forward fearless manner, describing the mode in which these successive bodies of Commis- 
sioners have dealt with the lots which have fallen in since 1S40, said, “Nearly every Et . 3] 32 
Commissioner got some. As the lives fell in, the pax-ties who purchased the life interest 
of the grantee were preferred, and the lot was then valued by a committee consisting 
of the Chairman and two Commissioners. They came to some agreement with the ten- 
ants, who generally accepted it. Until within the last three years nearly all the lands Ev. 33-4;:. 
were valued by themselves, and, in the majority of cases, there is no doubt they were 
let to the Commissioners themselves.” 

No Town Commissioner appeax-s to have resigned on obtaining a lease of the Com- Ev. 43. 
nxous land, and (except in three instances subsequently brought to our notice), no pub- E v. 2 s, 29 . 
lie notice appears to have been ever given of the letting of these lots, nor any tenders 
invited by advertisement or otherwise, although we were privately told that this 
was a matter of common complaint among the inhabitants of Trim. One person only, and Mr. j<>im 
that not till the third day of our inquiry, came forward to represent this grievance to us. ^779-732 
“ Generally,” says Mi-. Reilly, “ the persons managed to get into possession of the 
lands because they knew the Commissioners would grant the leases ; they gave good Er. 84 . 
sums to get in.” And instances were brought to light, though not without difficulty, in Mr. Kennedy, 
which both individual Commissioners and the -agent himself had thus got into possession. ^r‘ ReMy C ' 
One of these lots (an old freeman’s lot of five acres Irish plantation measure), which Ev.’ 16S, m 
the agent alleged had been given up to him by a man named John Allen upon his emi- Duignan/ 
grating, in consideration of a debt of £30 which he said Allen owed him, was after- Ev. 689 -tog. 
wards avowedly parted with by the agent to a Mr. G. D. Hipwell for a sum of £30. Et- 70o ‘ 

A lease was then granted to Mr. Hipwell, who was at that time a Town Commissioner, 
at £5 a year, Duignan having, in the meantime, held the land himself for about three 
years. Mr. Duignan at first said he paid £5 rent for it, but afterwards, on being Ev. 697 . 
pressed as to the payment of rent by himself, he said, “ I could not swear that I did Ev. 722; 
unless I had my books here.” 

« ^ D2 
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Ev. 675-686. 



Ev. 635-674, 
and 

Mr. Kcillv, 
Et. 112-135. 
Mr. Duignan, 



Mr. Reilly, 
Ev. 46. 



Ev. 53, 54. 



Et. 49. 

Ev. 174, 175. 



Mr. Reilly, 
Ev. 48-51, 
174-192, and 
869. 



Ev. 62, 63. 



Ev. 54, 55. 



Er. 179, ISO. 
Ev. 19a 
Mr. Patrick 
Malone, 

346, 476. 



Et. 179-193. 



Ev. 5GO-57S, 

593-599, 

629-722. 

Ev. 824-S6S. 



Mr. Reilly, 
Ev. 66. 



Ev. 88. 



Ev. 103. 



Another transaction of a similar character, in which he gave an old woman named 
Phoebe Cony £10 for her interest in her lease, is, considering the position which he 
held as agent, equally discreditable to him ; and the circumstances in connexion with a 
lease, winch he had induced the Commissioners to grant to one Thomas Fox, of Dogs- 
town, then an emigrant in America, for whom he was acting as agent at the same 
time that he was agent to the Town Commissioners, appear pregnant with suspicion. 

Mr. Duignan also holds another lot of commons (allotted to him by the Town 
Commissioners of that day) for thirty-one years, from 25th March, 1856, at £7 10s. 
per annum, which lot is valued to the poor-rate at £13 per annum. 

The rental kept by the agent is very defective, and neither shows the quantity of 
land held by each tenant, nor the yearly rate at which it is let per acre, nor the 
Government valuation. In short, it simply gives the name of the tenant and the amount 
of rent and arrears due from each ; and it hardly admits of doubt that this man, who 
has been the Town Commissioners’ agent since 1843, has not only, from the com- 
mencement, grossly neglected his duties as such, but still wilfully withholds from the 
present town clerk and the Commissioners, information which they have a right to look 
for at his hands. 

He is, however, supported by Mr. Patrick Malone, and some other Commissioners, who 
appear to look jealously on the efforts of Mr. Pceilly, the present town clerk, to iden- 
tify and put upon record all the successive dealings with these various lots .of commons, 
from the time when each first lapsed to the Commissioners after the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act of IS 40. Indeed, some of these gentlemen, and notably the agent himself, 
were at no pains to conceal their dislike to Mr. Reilly, and their annoyance and irritation 
at the whole tenor of the evidence given by him on the first day of the inquiry. 

There are certain houses in the town which Mr. Reilly has no doubt were the 
property of the old Corporation, of which the rents are now received by other parties, 
non-resident, and of whom the Commissioners knew nothing ; but there appears to be 
some difficulty in identifying them, as the tenements within the town are not delineated 
on the Commissioners’ map, which, as regards the landed portion of their property, appears 
to have been carefully and correctly drawn. This map, at the time of our inquiry, was in 
the hands of Mr. E. Vaughan, a land valuer and civil engineer in Dublin, who in 1873 
was called in by the Trim Town Commissioners with reference to making a valuation 
of their property. 

In addition to these houses in the town, there are also at least two lots of “ Commons 
one a lot of about eight acres, which is showm on the Corporation map as part of 
the Trim Commons, overheld by a man named Molloy, and another small lot called 
“ the Crickeens,” consisting of a cottage and a piece of grass land between the town and 
the railway, of which the rents are received by a solicitor in Dublin named “ Ball,’’ and 
a Mr. Donovan, and which, as yet, neither the agent nor the Town Commissioners have 
taken any steps to recover. 

The alleged excuse for this apparent apathy on the part of the Commissioners 
was the great expense incurred by them in recovering before the late Chief Baron 
Bigot the lot of land already referred to, which the agent (C. P. Duignan) obtained 
from Allen, and afterwards sold his interest in to Mr. Hipwell. Even of this lot a small 
portion would have been ultimately lost to them but for the energy of the Town 
Clerk Mr. Reilly, who recovered this before Judge Flanagan in the Incumbered Estates 
Court, without putting the Commissioners to any expense, under circumstances which 
appear to present a remarkable contrast to the conduct of the agent, who is of course 
primarily responsible for looking after the property which has been for so many years 
entrusted to his charge. 

Indeed it is not too much to say that Mr. Duignan’s conduct in respect of some of 
these leases, and his evasive answers wdth reference to more than one transaction in 
the course of the present inquiry, lead to the inference that it is owing to something 
more than mere neglect on his part that many of these difficulties have arisen. 

Molloy, the farmer who has so long overheld the lot of commons above referred to, 
is brother-in-law to Mr. James Plunkett, one of the Commissioners, but Mr. Reilly was of 
opinion that this relationship had not in any degree influenced the Commissioners to 
abstain from taking proceedings to recover the land in question. 

With one exception, and that so far back as 1842, no transfers are recorded on the 
leases, and thus difficulties naturally arise in ascertaining who are the parties entitled. 
Indeed the Town Clerk told us he knew “ several instances of persons paying rent 
of whom there was no mention on the lease, and no transfer executed to them with the 
sanction of the Town Commissioners. 

One instance he mentioned in which a tenant called to know how much land he 
had, and the Commissioners could not tell him. 
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In consequence of the attention of the Commissioners having been called to these 
matters by Mr. Reilly, a resolution was passed on the 2nd September, 1876, calling Ev.9s. 
upon the agent to furnish a list of the present occupiers of the corporate property, 
with the names of the original occupiers of such holdings from 1840, and to deliver 
the list to the Town Clerk to be used in the preparation of the new rental and map 
on which Mr. Vaughan is engaged. . 

This order the agent did not comply with, and at a subsequent meeting had the Ev. 94,96. 
impertinence to object to the signing of the minutes. Upon the chairman reminding 
him that no objection to the signing of the minutes could be entertained unless made by Ev. 
a Town Commissioner, Mr. Patrick Malone then objected to them on the ground that he Ev ‘ 322 - 333 . ’ 
wished only the present tenants’ names to appear on the rental. 

The only two instances of which we heard until the third day of the inquiry, in -which 
lots were let by any form of competition were the case of a lot known as “ Chambers Mr. ^ 
lands ” which fell in in 1S58, and a lot of Samuel Allen’s, which, in 1864, was let to a 439 - 401 . 
man named Patrick Donovan at £3 15s. In the latter case the rent was subsequently 447-4.-, s. 

reduced to £3 per acre, and, at the same time, the rent of each of the four lots which 
had been carved out of Chambers’ lands was reduced by 10s. an acre. Thus in both these 
instances in which the form of inviting tenders by hand-bills was gone through, the 
rents were subsequently reduced. How far the Commissioners were j ustified in reducing 
these rents may be inferred from the fact that on the second day of the inquiry a rate- 
payer named Henry Duignan (not related to the agent), volunteered the observation e v . 450 . 
that he had offered £3 15s. per acre for the land let to Patrick Donovan, and was still 
willing to give it. # 

It was also proved that a Mr. Brennan, who obtained one of Chambers lots, and Ev. 453-454. 
who shortly after became a Town Commissioner, disposed afterwards of his lot for a 
consideration to a man named Kelly, he being at that time one of the Commissioners. . Ev. 4C5, 466. 

We were told that it was understood the rent would be reduced when he sold his Ev . 453 , 
interest in the land to Kelly, but Mr. Brennan denied that there was any understanding Ev - 473 , 4 , 4 . 
between Kelly and himself that he should use his interest as a commissioner to procure the 
reduction of the rent. He, however, admitted that he got a year’s rent from Kelly for 
surrendering it to him, which year’s rent he alleged he had paid in advance, upon the land 
being allotted to him. Mr. Reilly, on the other hand, told us that it was currently 
stated and believed that Brennan received £40 from Kelly for surrendering this lot, but 
we could not ascertain on which side the truth lay as Kelly was not forthcoming, and 
we experienced, indeed throughout, great difficulty in getting any independent rate- 
payer to come forward. . . 

We were informed for instance by one of the most respectable residents in Trim, 
that a Mrs. King, the widow of a man who held under an original grantee, and who 
would therefore under the ordinary practice have had a prior claim to be accepted as 
tenant on the death of the original grantee, was passed over in favour of a Mr. Kennedy, 
then a Town Commissioner (whose son, now a Commissioner, holds this land) although 
she offered a considerably higher rent than it was let for to Kennedy. The gentleman 
who gave this information, however, begged that he might not be called as a witness 
or have his name mentioned in connexion with the matter. We then endeavoured to 
procure the attendance of Mrs. King, but she declined to come forward, and although Mr Kenne(]yj 
Kennedy when questioned on the subject, admitted he had “ heard ” that Mrs. King et. 539 . 
had made an offer for the land, we could extract no further confirmation of the com- 
munication thus made to us, although from the character of our informant we entertain 
no doubt of its truth. 

This Mr. Kennedy holds two lots of commons, the one first referred, to which he 
inherited from his father upon a thirty-one years’ lease at £2 Is. per Irish acre, and Mr. Kamedy, 
another lot of which the quantity was variously stated, but which it finally tran- 505 - 531 . 
spired, was eight and a-half acres, for which he pays £12 a-year, having given £150 or Ev . 529 . 
thereabouts for the interest of a man named William Burnell in this lot. How difficult 
it was to get a straightforward answer from this witness will be seen on reference 
to his evidence passim, but his reluctant admission that he gave something like Ev. 528 , 529 . 
£150 for Burnell’s interest in the lease of these few acres of Corporation lands is a-t 
least conclusive testimony to the under-letting of these lands, and disposes we think 
of all the efforts of Messrs. Malone and Sheridan to depreciate their letting value. 

Mr. Sheridan is the witness at whose urgent request we went a third time to 
Trim, he having pledged himself as an old Town Commissioner for many years, and 
formerly chairman of that body, to vindicate the character of the Trim Town Commis- 
sioners and to refute entirely the statements of the Town Clerk, which he characterized 
as being “ in direct variance with the truth.” 
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How far lie succeeded in doing so may be judged from his evidence. He certainly 
expressed a very decided opinion against the principle of letting Corporation lands by 
public auction or indeed against letting them by competition in any form ; but the only 
facts elicited from him were that when a certain Captain Mocler, who held some twenty 
Irish acres of the Corporation lands in the North Commons, died in 1845 or 1846, it 
was agreed by the then Town Commissioners that his lot should be divided into five 
portions and let by competition. Subsequently it was agreed that a committee of 
the Town Commissioners should retire to value the lots, and to select the names of 
the tenants. This was done when — there being twenty-two applications — it was 
announced that four out of the five subdivisions of Captain Mocler’s lot were 
allotted to Town Commissioners (whose names are given in the evidence), who were 
then present and voting. 

Mr. Sheridan gave it as his opinion that these lots were thus let very much above 
their value, at about 40s. per Irish acre, he having been previously sub-lessee of ten 
acres of the same land under Captain Mocler at £1 7s. 6d. per acre ; but it is only reason- 
able to suppose that the Town Commissioners who selected themselves as tenants 
at the higher rent, did not take his view of their value. It is but fair to Mr. Sheridan 
to say, that when he was a Town Commissioner himself, he not only held no land be- 
longing to the Corporation, but was opposed to the principle of letting corporate property 
to the Commissioners, and in 1863 he moved a resolution to the effect that no Town Com- 
missioner should in future be considered eligible to he proposed for any lot of commons 
falling in. To this notice an amendment was moved and carried by a majority of 
one vote “ that Mr. Sheridan’s notice is out of place.” 

The statement embodied in the report of Mr. Finlay, the auditor, in 1873, and 
repeated by him to the Select Committee of the House of Commons in reference to the 
dealings of the Town Commissioners of Trim with this property, will be thus found fully 
borne out by the evidence taken -before us, but within the last three or four years, since 
Mr. Reilly has been town clerk, the practice of valuing the Corporation lands, as they 
have fallen in, by a committee of three of the Town Commissioners has ceased, and 
Mr. Vaughan, a public valuer in Dublin, as has been already stated, has been called in 
to survey and value the whole property, since which, with one exception, no lot has 
been valued for re-letting by the Commissioners themselves, and in that instance, it 
has been arranged that the tenant shall pay the rent which Mr. Vaughan will put upon 
it. Nor since 1874 does it appear that any lot lias been let to a Town Commissioner, 
but in that year James Plunkett, then and now a Town Commissioner, and C. M'Keon, 
who, although not then a Commissioner, had more than once been chairman of the Town 
Commissioners, have each obtained a small lot upon Mr. Vaughan’s valuation. In these 
instances, no public competition was invited, but there is no reason to suppose that these 
lands were let below their fair market value. 

How great a disparity exists between the actual value and the terms on which the 
Commissioners’ land was let in other instances, will be seen by Mr. Vaughan’s 
statement respecting the lands held by Mr. Thomas Kennedy. 

A return showing the holdings which have fallen into the hands of the Town Commis- 
sioners since the year 1840, with all particulars respecting the re-letting, is appended 
to this report (Appendix No. 19, page 217). 

No rate has ever been levied by the Town Commissioners, and their only receipts be- 
yond their rental arise from some small tolls for weighing corn, butter, and market pro- 
duce, and from the dog tax and petty sessions fines. 

Last year, for the first time, the Commissioners worked their gasworks at an assumed 
profit. This, after crediting themselves with the cost of lighting the town lamps and the 
stock of coals in hand, amounted to £51 13s. 4 id., and was, doubtless, due to improved 
management, as the preceding year the gasworks showed a loss of £1.9 5s. I0£d., and 
the year before of £101 6s. IOcZ. The price charged to private consumers is 6s. 8 d. per 
1,000 cubic feet. 

There is a fair-green, the property of the Commissioners, and four fairs are held upon 
it, but there are no tolls collected at these fairs, and monthly fairs for the sale of small 
stock are held in the streets of the town with, apparently, the general approval of 
the inhabitants. 

The grazing of the fair-green is let for £7 a year, and the Government pay a no minal 
rent of Is. per year for the site of the infantry barracks which stand on a portion of 
this green. 

Three good main-sewers were made after the passing of the Public Health Act of 1874, 
and were said to be sufficient to sewer the principal streets of the town, hut more con- 
necting drains with the houses are still wanting — the making of which the Guardians, 
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who are the sanitary authority under the Act of 1874, appear to have thought it was ^ 
still incumbent upon the Commissioners to enforce. 

In other respects the sanitary condition of the town appears to be satisfactory, Ev.sis. 
although no active steps are taken by the rural sanitary authority to look after it. 

U. CORBETT. (Seal.) 

H. A. Robinson’, 

Acting us Sccn targ. 



WICKLOW. vt.ck-.ow 

Wicklow is governed by twenty-one Town Commissioners, under the 9 George IV., 
cap. 82. 

The municipal area extends inland for about a mile from the town hall, which is 
at one extremity of the town. No rate has ever been struck, and the principal income Mr..i«.hn 
of the Town Commissioners is derived from rents of real property and houses in the gapman, 
town. The other sources of income consist of small sums arising from the dog-tax, Ev 5> and 
and the sale of stones and sand, and £10 annually charged to the Dublin, Wicklow, 
and Wexford Railway Company for the supply of water to their station. Ev. sm- 4 . 

The rental of the property which in the year 1873 was only £1,108 19s. 11c?. has, 
during the three last years, somewhat increased, but the startling disparity between Mr. j. 
the actual rental and the letting value of the property may be readily judged of, when we 
find that in May, 1S76, Griffith’s valuation of the Town property, which is always far 
below the letting value, was no less than £4,168 11s., while the entire rental for that 
year was but £1,243 7s. llcZ. 

The total acreage of the property is 1 S 9 a. 2 r. 2 p. ... Ev - 26 °- 

We proceed to cite a few illustrations of the mode in which the Town Commissioners 
have dealt with the property entrusted to them as leases have fallen in. 

A small house in the town had been held by Lord Powerscourt under a lease which 
expired in 1868, and a man of the name of Newbold was the sub-tenant of the house at 
the expiration of the lease to Lord Powerscourt, at a rent of £7 a year. In 1870 the Mr.joim 
Commissioners granted him a new lease for seventy-five years, at £5 a year ; and in Er.*42a. 
August, 1874, it was resolved that a new lease be granted to him for seventy-five years, Mr. chapm»n, 
from the 25th March, 1874, of the same premises at £1 10s. a year. No reason was Ev. 205 - 223 . 
assigned for the reduction of the rent, nor could any defence be set up for this flagrant 
violation of their trust, beyond the answer given by Mr. Oakes, one of the Commis- 
sioners: — “We did it by a resolution. The property is vested in us, and we can deal Ev. 214 . 
with it as we think right.” 

A large and valuable property in the town had been held by Colonel Gun Cunningham, 
under a lease which expired on the 25th March, 1874, at a rent of £3 13s. 10^d. a Ev. 13 - 1 6. 
year. He had been receiving up to the termination of the lease from the tenants in 
possession, who mostly held as yearly tenants, £167 12s. a year, and those premises were Ev. 32 . 
then valued in Griffith’s valuation at £300 10s. 2d. a year. Just prior to the expiration Ev - 33 - 
of this lease a resolution was passed by the Commissioners on the 2nd day of March, Mr Kubert 
IS 74, that the secretary and agent take possession of the buildings out of lease on the 
25th of March next, and that the parties in possession be put in as caretakers at one 
penny a week until the plots are arranged. 

The next meeting with reference to the re-letting of this property was held on the 
6th of April, 1S74, and between that date and the 22 nd May following, all the. plots 
were re-let on lease — under the circumstances set forth in the extracts from the minutes Mr. Robert 
produced by the town clerk at the adjourned inquiry on the 10th of February last— mostly ^ 

to the old tenants, at rents producing in the aggregate £67 5s. 6d. per annum, being £100 Mr ‘ j 
a year less than the rent the same persons had been previously paying to Colonel Gun Chapman, 
Cunningham, as yearly tenants. n'i. ’ 

The particulars of the principal lettings, showing the names of the tenants, the rents 
paid to Colonel Cunningham, and the new rents fixed by the Commissioners in 1874, 
are as follows : — 

The last named tenant, the agent and rent-collector of the Commissioners, built four ev. 112 - 122 . 
small houses on his lot while tenant to Colonel Cunningham, from which he derived 
a rent of about £15 a year, and these he gave up to the Commissioners, who gave Ev. 54-59. 
them to Miss Dunne as a portion of the lot given to her at £5 19s. 6d. Griffith’s Ev. 59. 
valuation of Chapman’s lot in March, 1874, was £40. It will be thus seen that Miss Ev. 63-65. 
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wrcuu.w. Dunne’s rent .was not only reduced from £20 to £5 19s. 6d. a year, but sbe got in 
addition the four houses which had been producing Mr. Chapman £15 a year. 



Tenants' Names. 


OM Rent. 


New Rent. 


Lease. 


Nature. 


H. M-PLail (Town Commissioner), 


£ s. d. 
5 0 0 


£ S. d. 

3 1 10 


75 years. 


House and Buildings. 


William M'Pliail (Town Commissioner), 


5 0 0 


3 4 4 


75 „ 


do. 


P. Fox (Miss Hamilton). 


GOO 


3 8 9 


75 „ 


do. 


Dr. G. Halpin (Town Commissioner), . 


5 15 0 


3 12 0 


75 „ 


do. 


Do. do. 


0 15 0 


1 10 0 


Yearly. 


Yard. 


Joseph Fitzgerald, .... 


7 0 0 


2 12 9 


75 years. 


House and Buildings. 


Mrs. Hepenstall. .... 


22 0 0 


2 0 0 


75 „ 


do. 


J. Sullivan,* ..... 


12 0 0 


3 0 0 


75 „ 




R. Caldwell (Town Commissioner), late 
J. Byrne, 


17 12 0 


7 10 6 


75 „ 


do. 


J. Wisdom, ...... 


6 10 0 


3 0 0 


Yearly. 




J. Newman, ..... 


G 10 0 


3 0 0 


do. 


do. 


— Maguire, late W. Williams, 


GOO 


2 12 G 


75 years. 


do. 


J. Ellis, 


6 0 0 


1 5 0 


75 „ 


do. 


Miss Dunne, ..... 


20 0 0 


5 19 6 


75 J( 




J. Chapman (Agent to the Commis- 
sioners), . . . . 


30 0 0 


15 0 0 


75 „ 


do. 



Ev. 84 00. _ * A Mrs. Keely put in a claim to get this house. Sullivan offered to give her £75, and to pay £5 a year rent. 

Ultimately the Commissioners gave him the lease at £3 a year, on his agreeing to pay Mrs. Keely £75, which he has 
done. 



Mr. K. Itnlpin, 
Ev. 477, 478. 



Mr. John 
Chapman, 
Ev. Ill, 120. 



Ev. llfi. 
Ev. 117. 



Mr. E. Kalpin, 
Ev. 481-486. 



Ev. 486, 487. 



Mr. John 
Chapman, 
Ev. 108. 

Mr. Burkitt, 
Ev. 454,455. 



Mr.R. Halpin, 

Ev. 493. 

Ev. 110. 

Ev. 495. 



We give the above table in order to show at a glance the difference between the rents 
paid to Colonel Gun Cunningham and those received by the Corporation. Before these 
new leases were granted the Commissioners memorialised the Lords of the Treasury to 
sanction them en masse, but they refused to do so, stating that each case must be 
considered on its merits, and that they would require the particulars of each lease 
before they gave their sanction to it. These particulars were not furnished, and the leases 
were made without any sanction from the Treasury. 

On all the property so leased buildings of a more or less substantial character ex- 
isted, and the tenants had been for many years paying the rent stated to Colonel 
Cunningham. In most cases the tenants had built or rebuilt the existing houses. 
The excuse given by the agent to the Commissioners for the almost nominal rents at 
which they were relet was, that there was an understanding that when Colonel Cun- 
ningham’s lease fell in, the tenants in possession, who had built, would get their 
holdings upon something like a ground rent. One Commissioner, Mr. Oakes (already 
referred to), informed us that a resolution to that effect had been passed several years 
ago, but neither the agent- nor the Town Clerk believed that any such resolution had 
ever been passed, and nothing of the kind was to be found recorded on the books. 

At the meeting of the 6th of April, 1874, when the tenders for the new leases of this 
property came on for consideration, there were present the two Messrs. M/Phail, Mr. 
Caldwell, and Dr. Halpin, all Town Commissioners, who had been tenants under 
Colonel Gun Cunningham, and who had sent in applications for new leases ; and at that 
meeting resolutions were passed to grant leases for seventy-five years to the two 
Messrs. M'Phail and to Dr. Halpin; and at the adjourned meetings of the 7th and 9 th 
April, when the same Commissioners were present, it was resolved to grant two leases 
for seventy-five years each to Mr. Caldwell, and “ that Dr. Halpin get his yard on the 
South-quay as yearly tenant at the yearly rent of £1 1 Os.” 

On the 15th April another adjourned meeting was held, at which the same Com- 
missioners, amongst others, attended, and there was also present Mr. Burkitt, solicitor 
to the Commissioners. It appears they were anxious at the time to be advised whether 
or not the Commissioners could with safety make leases to members of their own body, 
and Mr. Burkitt was directed to lay a case before counsel for his opinion thereon. This 
he did, and afterwards read that opinion to the Town Commissioners then present, in- 
cluding the four gentlemen above named. Counsel advised that leases could only be 
made to persons whu were not Commissioners at the time of the execution of the 
lease, and further, that the proper course for the Commissioners to adopt, as trustees for 
the public, was to set up the premises to public competition, and to procure the most 
favourable terms they could. 

Shortly after this opinion was communicated to them, the four Town Commissioners 
referred to sent in their resignations, which were duly accepted, and their vacancies were 
shortly afterwards filled up by the other Commissioners. On the 28th of April,, 1876, 
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a resolution was . passed that advertisements should be inserted in the local papers calling Wicklow. 
tor sealed tenders for the several houses about to be let, the same to be sent in on or Ev. 493. 
before the 1 1th May then following. Several tenders were sent in, but, with only two or 
three exceptions, all were from the occupying tenants. 

These tenders were subsequently considei-ed on the 15th May, when leases were 
ordered to be granted to Henry MThail, William MThail, and Dr. Halpin, and upon Ev. 498-508. 
the 19th of May to Mr. Caldwell, upon the same terms and substantially upon the same 
tenders as those sent in by them before their resignations. 

Two of these gentlemen, Mr. William MThail and Dr. Halpin, were re-elected as Mr. j. cbap- 
Town Commissioners at the next election, and although the other two were not, yet, ““ n, 104i 105 
viewing the entire transaction in its true light, it can hardly be disputed that the re- Ev. 10 c. 
situation of these Commissioners was not bond Jitle, but merely for the purpose of 
evading the difficulty raised by the opinion of counsel above quoted. 

It was stated that Mr. Caldwell, who was an excise officer and stamp distributer-, re- ^ gg gg 
signed in consequence of being required to do so by the Custom House authorities ; but R.Wpin, 
hi° own letter of resignation of the 25th April, 1874, shows the real object of his re- Ev.493. 
signation, and that it was entirely the result of the opinion of counsel communicated by 
Mr. Burkitt to the Commissioners on the preceding evening. 

Another lease appears to have been made in 1869 to a Mr. W. J. Nolan, of premises in Mr. j.cbap- 
the main street, for seventy-five years, at a rent of £15 153. a year, the valuation of which, 
at that time, was £45 10s., buildings being then actually on the premises demised re- 
presenting that annual valuation. 

Instances were- brought to our notice in which reductions were made in existing 
rents. That of Mr. F. Wakefield, a tenant of lands on the Murrough, under a lease 
made in March, 1858, was reduced from £10 193. Gd. to £6 1 9s. 6c?. while he was Mr. f. Wake- 
a Town Commissioner, the reason assigned by him for the reduction being that he sur- 
rendered a small bit of land included in the lease which he found was of no use to ev". 18 &- 190 . 
his hotel, but it did not appear that this bit of land was subsequently let to anyone 
else, so that there was a clear loss of £4 a year to the ratepayers upon this transaction. 

On the 25th March, 1S55. a lease was granted to Mr. John Hayden, then a Town Mr. Chapman, 
Commissionei-, of a plot of building ground, for seventy-five years, at a rent of £6 10s. a §£ 
year. Mr. Hayden sold and assigned his interest in this lease to Mrs. Meagher, the Mr. Bnrkitt, 
Superioress of the Nunnery at Wicklow, and the Commissioners then agreed to give Mr. Chapir.an, 
her a new lease at a reduced rent of £2 a year. No new lease has been granted, but |v. 226 . ^ 
the agent was instructed to receive from her the reduced rent, and has done so for Mr. r. B urkitt, 
the last two years in pursuance of these instructions, notwithstanding that he had been Ev - 46L 
cautioned by Mr. Burkitt, the solicitor to the Town Commissioners, against receiving 
any rent from Mrs. Meagher, lest a tenancy from year to year might be created, which 
would prejudice the Commissioners. When this happened Mr. Hayden was a Commis- Mr. j. Chap- 
sioner, and himself proposed the resolution for the granting of the new lease to Mrs. £v. n, 245-247. ‘ 
Meagher on behalf of the nuns, he being then threatened -with an ejectment for non-fulfil- Ev. 24 a 
ment of the covenants contained in his lease. On the same occasion Mr. Hayden also 
proposed to petition the Lords of the Treasury for their sanction to grant her a lease Ev. 247 . 
in perpetuity of this ground, but no such petition was ever sent. Another instance of 
reduction of rents is that of Mr. J. A. Travers, on the "North-quay ■ the rent under Ev. 10 , 258. 
his lease was £20 a year, and this was reduced to £15, and no explanation was given 
as to the circumstances under which this was done. 

The property vested in the Town* Commissioners is at present subject to large 
debts under the Act of the 5 and 6 Viet., c. Ill, by which the Board of Harbour Com- 
missioners for Wicklow was constituted, and they were empowered to borrow certain 
sums of money. The Town Commissioners in 1854 lent them, with the consent of the m,. Halpin, 
Lords of the Treasury, two sums of £8,000 and £4,000, to bear interest at 4 per cent. Ev - 62S - 
and 5 per cent, respectively, on mortgage of the tolls, &e., to be levied under 
the provisions of that Act. No interest whatever has been paid on these loans. 
Subsequently the Public Works Loan Commissioners lent the Harbour Commissioners 
two sums of £3,000 each, on which there is now due the sum of £6,635 for principal and Mr. Bmiatt, 
interest. Priority was given by consent to the Government loans for £6,000 over those ^Kobert 
for £12,000 advanced by the Town Commissioners, and the harbour dues are now Haip™, 
received, and are said to be accounted for to the Public Works Loan Co mmi ssioners, by g| 3 - 
Mr. Bobert Halpin, as secretary to the late Harbour Commissioners. 

The last Board of Harbour Commissioners, consisting of five members, was elected in 
the year 1867, and they purported to continue in office until the year 1872, since Ev. 524-5. 
which time no persons have assumed to act in that capacity. Mr. Halpin, Town Clerk, Ev - 532 ‘ 
acted as secretary to that Board, and received the moorage and quayage dues payable by Ev. 526-580. 
vessels frequenting the port and using the quays, but no tolls have ever been received 
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wicKtow; under the Act of 1851, as the harbour was never sufficiently deepened to entitle them 
Xr. 52 a. to levy them. These tolls were said to have been estimated at £1,500 a year, which 
would have sufficed to pay interest and form a sinking fund to redeem the capital debt of 
£28,696 ISs. Sd. 

Up to the time that the last Board ceased to act Mr. Halpin used to account to them 
for the sums received by him. He has continued to receive them, as he states, by the 
550-552 6 *°’ authorit y ^. e Loan Fund Commissioners, who are the mortgagees, and that authority, 
he says, was given him by Mr. Barnes, the London solicitor of the Board, in 1874. He 
f.v. 5 B4-.. stated that his accounts were audited by Mr. Wakefield, who had been the Chairman of 
the last Boai’d of Harbour Commissioners, and who, he represented to us, audited them 
on the part of the London Board. No authority for such a proceeding or for the 
collection of the tolls, other than the statement of the Town Clerk, was produced to 
us. The result is that the funds of the town have to pay interest on the large sums 
advanced to the Harbour Commissioners on the security of a mortgage of town property, 
while no account has been taken of the expenditure of this money, nor any supervision 
exercised in relation thereto. Practically, the money appears utterly lost to the town, 
as no one now appears to take the slightest interest in carrying out the provisions of the 
Act of 1851. " ° 1 

There is a strong feeling on the part of several of the inhabitants that there is no 
real disposition to improve the port, so as to make it navigable for vessels of a large class, 
Mr. Burki.t. as that would interfere with the trade of the owners of a small class of coasting vessels 
■who monopolize the business of the port. 

It appeared to us that our powers did not authorize us to inquire further into the 
affairs of the late Harbour Board, but it is clearly desirable in the interests of 
the ratepayers of the town, whose property is so deeply pledged, that a thorough inves- 
tigation should be made into their proceedings, especially with a view to the ultimate 
r ,,, • recovery . of the £12,000 advanced on mortgage of the harbour tolls by the Town 
7 ‘ ' Commissioners in 1S54, which, if the harbour could be completed and placed under an 

efficient board of management, might soon become a not impossible contino-ency. 
Er.M 3 . pin ’ The two last-mentioned sums of £8,000 and £4,000, with interest °due thereon 
respectively, are the only debts on the corporate property or rates, and the particulars of 
the interest due thereon are stated in Mr. Hatpin’s evidence. 

“ '■ Fairs for £ attl1 ? on the fair-green, which is the property of the Commissioners, 

on the last Tuesday in every month, but no tolls are collected — pig-fairs are held in the 
street opposite the town hall. The Town Commissioners are not an urban sanitary 
Mr. Richard authority, and complaints were made as to the sanitary condition of the town, which 
Ev. a 473. some respects does not appear to be satisfactory. The sanitary officer" of the 

Hai G “ rse • ot Sardians pointed out the difficulties the sanitary officers had to contend 

e“. 437-448. °* nuisances, from the delay attending on their having to get the autho- 

rity ot the Guardians at Rathdrum, a considerable distance oft; before they could take 
any action. _ He also stated that the water supply at present was not satisfactory, but 
steps are being taken to procure a much better supply. Another matter was brought 
to our notice with respect to the expenditure of the rates by the Commissioners. At a 
Noiai oh “ recent election for a Town Commissioner, a so called ‘'polling-booth” was fitted up in the 
Ev. 418-425. ™ WQ nail by the placing across a table at one end of the room a screen, which the 
lown Clerk brought from his own house, and for the use of which he charged and 
was paid the sum of £2 17.?. Mr. Oakes, one of the Commissioners, also charged and 
was paid a sum of £3 for his services in presiding at the election. These payments 
were included in a bulk sum of £10 charged for the expenses of this election, but Mr. 
Finlay the auditor, surcharged the above sums against the Commissioners who had 
Ev. 42G-428. signed the cheque for their payment, on the ground of illegality. It appears also that 
two cheques of £10 each were signed by the Town Clerk and given to Mr. Nolan and 
Mr. Cakes, both Town Commissioners, for their expenses in going to London 
to oppose a Bill promoted by the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rahway Company, 
and m which it was stated that the Town Commissioners, as representing the town, 
were vitally interested. They took the cheques to the houses of some of the Com- 
missioners and got them signed there, and they were not in fact voted or signed at any 
meeting of the Commissioners. The auditor surcharged the amount of the cheques ao-ainst 
the Commissioners who had signed them. 

U. CORBETT. (Seal.) 

W. A. EXHAM. (Seal.) 

H. A. Robinson, 

Acting as Secretary. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OP EVIDENCE. 



BELFAST. — December 11th, 187 6. Belfast. 

(Before Messrs. Corbett, Lawless, q.c., anti Exham, q.o.i 
[The Chairmax read the Commission authorizing the inquiry.] 



Mr. Samuel Black examined. 



1. Chairman. — A re you the law adviser to the Cor- 
poration ? — Yes : I am. 

2. How long have you occupied the position 1 — I 
have held the appointment since April, 1871. 

3. I think town solicitor is your proper title? — 
Yes, that is my proper title. 

4. Prior to your appointment were you not a mem- 
ber of the Corporation? — Yes, I was. I was a mem- 
ber of the Corporation from the year 1859. 

5. UntiL the time of vonr appointment as town 
solicitor? — Yes. 

6. And you are, I presume, a solicitor by profession ? 
—I am. 

7. Now I will first proceed to the constitution of the 
Corporation, and the Acts under which they exercise 
their powers. The Act under which the municipal 
authority was incorporated was the Municipal Corpo- 
rations Act of 1840, was it not ? — It was. 

8. And the Coiporation has been, I think, since 
governed by that Act, and various Acts passed from 
that time down to the year 1873 ? — Yes ; several Acts 
were obtained since that time, and if you wish I will 
give you particulars of them. 

9. The first principal Act was the Act of 1845, I 
believe ? — Yes ; it was. 

10. Was not that Act of 1845, the 8th and 9th of 
Victoria, chap. 42 ? — It was. 

11. And it is generally known as the “ Belfast Im- 
provement Act ”? — Yes. 

12. It contained, I believe, general powers for the 
control and regulation of the town ? — It did. 

13. And to purchase property, widen streets, and 
so on? — Yes. 

14. And also to purchase markets ? — Yes. 

1 5. And it gave you large borrowing powers ? — Yes ; 
to the extent of £150,000. 

16. Of which £100,000 was for widening streets, 
and the remaining £50,000 for other purposes ? — Yes. 

17. Including the purchase of markets ? — Yes ; for 
other purposes including the purchase of markets. 

18. That Act laid down your rating powers at that 
time ? — Yes ; it empowered the Corporation to strike 
a police rate on different classes of property according 
to the valuation. Up to £20 of annual value the rate 
was Is. 6d. in the pound ; from £20 to £80 3s. in the 
pound ; and 4s. 6d. in the pound upon property above 
that valuation. 

19. A differential rate was, I believe, found to be incon- 

venient and objectionable, and so the 4s. 6 d. rate was 
afterwards abolished ? — Yes ; it was abolished by the 
Act of 1S53. J 

20. That Act limited your rate to 3s. ? — Yes. 

21. By a subsequent Act, has that rate been re- 
duced to 2 8. ? — Oh no ; the rate is only limited to 
3s. id. and Is. 8 d. It was fixed by the Act of 1864 
at 3s. id. and Is. 8d., in place of 3s. and Is. 6 d. 
Practically, however, we have only found it necessary 
to strike a rate of 1*. and 2s. in the pound. 

22. And is that the rate you now levy under that 
Act ? — Yes ; the police rate is now 2s. in the pound on 
all houses above £20 annual valuation, and Is. in the 
pound on all ratings under £20. On property up to 
£8 annual value, landlords are allowed twenty-five 
per cent, discount if they pay within a month after 
the rate is struck. 

23. Then the landlord compounds for that rate ? 

The landlord is liable for that rate ; and if he pays it 
within a month after the rate is struck, he receives a 
discount of 25 per cent. 

24. You call it a police rate, but it is levied for 



other purposes by the Act I have mentioned ? — Y’es, 
it is. 

25. Then there was the Act of 1846, the 9th and 
10th of Victoria, chap. 294, section 2, which gave you 
power to boi-row £50,000 forthe purchase of gasworks, 
which power was never, I believe, acted upon ? — The 
power never was acted upon, except in so far as that 
the money was borrowed. 

26. Yes, I was coming to that — but it was not ap- 
plied to the purchase of gasworks? — It was not. 

27. It was, in fact, applied to the general purposes 
of the town I— It was. All the Acts were to be read 
as one, and the then solicitor to the Corporation of 
that day, I believe, considered that the £50,000 was 
applicable to any purpose authorized by the _4cts, even 
other than the purchase of gasworks. 

28. Then the next Act was the Act of 1847, the 
10th and 11th Victoria, chap. 254? — Yes; that con- 
firmed the purchase of the markets, which had been 
previously arranged for. 

2D. But they cost more than £50,000 ? — Yes ; I be- 
lieve they cost about £101,000. 

30. And was it by a subsequent Act that you got 
power to barrow another £50,000 for the markets? — 
Oh no ; the Act of 1864 confirmed all the borrowings. 

31. That Act of 1847 gave you power to purchase- 
lands and a paper mill called the “ Cromac Mill ”? — 
Yes; and the Act of 1850 gave us power to borrow 
£15,000 for the improvement of the Blackstaff. The 
Act of 1S47 gave no power to borrow. 

32. It gave you powers to purchase lands specified 
in a schedule to that Act, and to improve the Black- 
staff ? — But it gave us no funds to do it with. 

33. "Were not the council required by that Act to 
sell any surplus lands within ten years, if not less ? — 
They were. 

34. And the Harbour Commissioners were to make 
a return of the harbour dues ? — Yes ; these were all 
provided for by that Act. 

35. The next Act (1S50), gave you power to borrow 
£15,000 to improve the Blackstaff river; that was 
the 13th and 14th Victoria, chap. 108?— Yes; hut 
the Corporation have not exercised that power. The 
fund was quite insufficient, and the work could be only 
carried out with the consent of the owners of property, 
and the owners of property refused their consent. 

36. The next Act was the Improvement Act of 
1853, the 16th and 17th Victoria, chap. 114. That, I 
believe, is known as the Belfast Borough Extension 
Act? — Yes ; it extended the municipal boundary to a 
considerable extent and abolished the 4s. 6d. rate. 

37. Then, in consequence of your having over- 
borrowed and applied Hie money provided for under 
the Act of 1846 for gas purposes and street improve- 
ments and markets, a Chancery suit, I believe, was 
instituted against the Corporation, which led to the 
award by the present Lord Cardwell ? — Yes ; after- 
protracted litigation, it was referred to arbitration, 
and an award was made by the present Lord Cardwell. 
The award so made was given effect to by the Act of 
1864, known as the Belfast Award Act. 

38. By that Act the original £200,000 which you- 
had power to borrow before was treated as primary 
mortgages ? — Yes ; section 5 of the Act of 1864 states 
that. 

39. And as to tlib further . sum of £84,640 0«. llrf. 
which remained unsecured, the application of all those 
moneys was confirmed by this Act. The priority of 
the mortgages was settled bv that Act under clause 1 1 ? 
—Yes. 

E 2 



Mr. Samuel 



Black. 
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Bedfast. 40. Then there is the Act of 1865 called the 
Dec. xi, 1876 . “ County Antrim and Belfast Borough Act,” the 2Stb 
mT Sample! and 29th Yictoria, cliap. 183. Was not the principal 
Black. 3 " 1 " e ‘ object of that Act to separate so much of the borough 
as was in the county Antrim from that county for all 
fiscal purposes ? — I es. 

41. It also, I believe, authorized, for payment of 
expenses, a general purposes rate of 2s. in the pound, 
on the lighting and watching within the district, and 
of Is. 6c/. outside the disti-ict ; it abolished the county 
cess within the borough ; it contained provisions for 
distx-ict drainage, and for a portion of the cost of such 
works to be paid by owners of property within the 
district? — Yes, by that Act not exceeding one-half ; 
but a subsequent Act made it only one-third. 

42. Under that Act as well as under your original 
Act of 1845, were not eex-tain building regulations 
provided? — Yes; both Acts provided building regu- 
lations ; bxxt now we are principally governed by the 
Act of 1865 in reference to plans for buildings. 

43. The next Act in order is the Act of 1866 — the 
29th and 30th of Yictoria, chap. 113? — That was 
the Burial Ground Act. 

44. Under that Act you wex-e enabled to borrow 
£25,000 for the purposes of a cemetery ! — Yes. 

45. TJjat amount was borrowed, I believe ? — It was. 

46. And a good deal of it has been paid off since ? 
— Yes ; the debt has been very much reduced. 

47. It has been reduced by .£10,300,1 think? — 
Yes ; I can give you the exact amount. It is now 
reduced to £9,200. 

48. Then came the Act of 186S, which was in re- 
lation to the county Down, to the same effect as that 
just referred to relating to the county Antrim of 
1865 — separating that portion of the borough in the 
county Down for all fiscal purposes, abolishing the 
Grand Jury cess, and extending the General Purposes 
Act of 1865 to that portion of the borough within 
the county Down ? — Yes, that is so. 

49. That was the 31st and 32nd Yictoria, chap. 
113 — the Belfast Borough Act of 1868 ? — Yes. 

50. In 1S73, I believe, after the passing of the 
Local Government Act, you applied for a provisional 
order to give you some additional powers ? — Yes. 

51. What are those powers? — Some amendments 
to Local Acts, x-equired under the building regulations ; 
also power to box-row on the security of the general 
purposes rate for district dx-ainage purposes, and power 
to borrow on loan for the permanent paving of the 
streets, to the extent of £25,000. 

52. That was for power to borrow to the extent of 
£40.000 in all — £25,000 for the paving of the streets, 
and for district drainage purposes another £15,000, I 
believe ? — Precisely. It also empowered us to purchase 
some property for sewer improvements. 

53. Well, that provisional order was granted, and 
in a succeeding session an Act confirming it was 
passed, called the 36th and 37th Yictoria, chap. 109 
— the Local Government Board Provisional Order 
(Belfast) Confirmation Act? — Yes. 

54. Have you borrowed the moneys you were em- 
powered to borrow under the provisions of that Act ? 
— A considerable portion of them. £17, ISO has been 
borrowed for the permanent paving of the streets. 
For the Newtownards district drainage we borrowed 
from the Board of Works two loans of £6,119 each, 
and we estimate we will have to borrow two loans of 
£3,698 each for the Windsor district drainage. We 
have already borrowed on account of that £2,500, but 
the whole amount is not yet borrowed. 

55. What did you borrow on the Antrim-road 
district? — There is still £2,660 due. I cannot tell 
you. the amount we originally borrowed. 

56. Did you also borrow for the Crumlin and Old- 
park roads district ? — Yes, we did ; a sum of £1,300 
and odd. £1,300 was the exact amount, I find, on 
the Grumlin-road district. 

57. And you don’t know the amount on the Antrim- 
x-oad disti-ict? — No. 

58. I see in the last year’s accounts an item, and I 
do not know whether it is an error ; perhaps you may 



be familiar with it, and can explain it to us. The 
entry I refer to is this — at page 34 — “ Loans received 
on mortgage of the general purposes rate, £5,000, 
under the Provisional Order Confirmation Act ” — the 
Act we were speaking of just now — “ for one-third of 
the Newtownards dx-ainage expenses, payable out of 
said rate”; and there is another £5,000 also for 
Newtownards dx-ainage works — at page 46 — one 
charged to the general puxposes rate, and another to 
the Newtownards road disti-ict rate? — Under the Acts 
of 1S65 and 1868, the district drainage was executed, 
and one-third of the cost is paid out of the general 
purposes rate, one-third out of the district sewex-s rate, 
and the other third paid by the owners of property, 
who have houses fronting the sti-eets through which 
the sewers are made. By the provisional order we 
got power to boirow on the general purposes rate in 
respect of the one-third we had to pay out of that rate, 
because we found it totally impossible to take so much 
out of one year’s revenue as would pay for the cost of 
a large disti-ict, and we got power to borrow, and 
spread the repayment over a number of years. 

59. You have had two loans really applicable to the 
Newtownards road district ? — Yes, two ; but those 
are only two-thirds of the expense of executing the 
works. The one is paid out of the district sewers 
rate, spread all over the district benefited by the 
sewers ; the other is paid out of the general purposes 
rate, all over the town ; and the third by the owners 
of property fronting the streets through which the 
sewers are made. The Act of 1873 gives us power to 
borrow for drainage works. Previously to the passing 
of that Act we had no power to borrow on the general 
purposes rate for the district drainage works. 

60. What was the total amount you borrowed for 
the drainage of the Newtownards road district? — 
£12,238 has been borrowed for the drainage works of 
the Newtownards district, of which £6,119 was bor- 
rowed upon the security of the general purposes rate, 
and £6,119 upon the security of the Newtownards 
district sewer rate. 

61. How is it that in the account the two principal 
sums are down at £5,000 each, and not at £6,130? — 
That woidd be the amount borrowed in that year. 

62. You had previous advances in the year before? 
— Yes ; as we required the money we borrowed it. 

63. Were those loans both contracted with the 
Commissioners of Public Works? — Yes, they gave us 
all the money. 

64. They are payable of course principal and in- 
tei-est together, in the usual form, by annual instal- 
ments ? — They are. 

65. I see by a paper in my hand that those two 
loans have been already reduced to £5,590 15s. 6 d. 
each, by the payment of the first instalment and in- 
terest?— -Yes. 

66. Then we now come to the last of the local Acts, 
the Gas Works Act of 1874 — the 37th and 38th of 
Victoria, chap. 125 ? — Yes. 

67. Known as the Belfast Corporation Gas Act ? — 
Yes. 

68. What amount had you power to borrow by that. 
Act? — Up to £500,000. 

69. And to what extent did you exercise those 
powers? — £470,000 or thereabouts. 

70. Iseetheentry — gas loans, debentures, £468,754. 
Was that the total amount borrowed on debentures ? — 
Yes, that was the total amount of the debentures. 

71. Then there are, “ Axmuities, £2,245 14s. lid. ”? 
— Yes ; that is quite correct. 

72. That woidd give you for that loan, in round 
figures, £471,000 ? — Yes. I may mention that I have 
already sent forward the money for the first instalment 
to the Bank of England on their loan. 

73. The Constabulary Act is a general Act although 
it is applicable specially to the town of Belfast?-- 
That was an Act passed in 1865 — the 28th and 29th 
Yictoria, chap. 70. 

74. That Act limited the number of constables of 
the Bnyal Irish Constabulary to be paid for by the 
Government to 130, did it not ? — It did. 
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7 j. -And it provided that the Lord Lieutenant might 
nld any number not exceeding 320 to the Belfast Con- 
stabulary force, on payment of one half of the cost by 
tin- borough of Belfast. Is that right ' — It is. 

76. There is a subsequent clause — the 8th clause — 
which provides that the Inspector-General of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary shall fix the number of men, not 
exceeding 150, to discharge the duties of the night- 
watch, for each of whom there is to be charged 6/Z. per 
-lay, to be paid by the borough of Belfast 1 — The In- 
spector-General has exercised that power. 

77. To the full extent ! — I do not know the number. 
We have a night-watch, but we do not control the 
police. 

78. That 150 are not, I imagine, additional to, but 
they are taken out of the 450 1 — I regret to say that the 
nu mber is not 450, as it was intended it should be, 
b;,i it is 540. The number in the town is increased 
very largely. The Inspector-General thought it neces- 
sary to send an additional force. Some of the magis- 
trates, in point of fact, memorialised for an additional 
force, and the foi'ce instead of being 450 is now 540. 

79. But have you any extra men free of charge ? — 

I regret to say not ; but we are entitled to a much 
larger number. Some time ago an application was sent 
by the Corporation to the Lord Lieutenant for an 
additional number of men free of charge, and his Ex- 
vollenry said in reply, that under the general Acts 
ho had only power to revise the distribution of the force 
every five years, but that the time for revision would 
not arrive until the 1st of July next. There was a 
promise, we understood, that the matter would come 
up for reconsideration then, and I hope then we shall get 
the full number of free men to which we are entitled. 

80. Mr. Lawless. — Do you consider that the pro- 
portion fi xed by the Act of 1 865 has not been preserved ? 
— Certainly not. There is a much laiger police force 
now. 

81. What is the estimated proportion of men for night 
duty, having regard to the number of men in the town 1 
— I do not know the number of men for night duty. 

82. Chaiuman. — Y ou mean to say, as I understand 
you, that you pay one half on a larger proportion of 
the whole force than was contemplated by the Act of 
1865 1 — Yes ; we think we are eutitled to upwards of 
200 men free. 

83. Ami you have applied to the Loal Lieutenant 
to have the present number of free men increased, and 
there has been an intimation made to you that next 
July your application will be considered l — Just so. 

8*4. The population of Belfast has increased greatly 
within the last ten years. I find that in 1S61 it was 
121,602, and according to Thom, it was 174,394 in 
1870, and now T suppose it is over 200,000, probably 1 
— It is. 

85. The area of your new boundary, which you got 
under the Act of 1853 is, I gather from Thom, 5,990 
acres ? — That is correct. 

S6. That includes the Ballymacarret suburb. Is not 
that in the county Down ? — Yes ; the suburbs of Bally- 
unearret and Ballynafeigh are. 

87. I see there are special accounts relating to Bally- 
macarret ? — Yes ; the Act of 1868 provided that a 
certain sum should be expended out of the general 
purposes rate upon the improvement of the Ballyma- 
eurret streets, so as to bring them up to the standai-d 
of the other portions of the town, and that sum has 
been expended, and considerably more than it, too. 

88. The river divides the two counties, does it not? 
— Yes ; the river Lagan divides the two counties. 

89. I have got from Thom the rateable value of the 
property' in 1861 and 1871, and I find that in the 
former year it was .£270,930, while in 1871 it had 
increased to £426,454. Perhaps you will tell me now 
what it is’ in 1876. You see it had risen in ten years 
from £270,000 to £426,000, in round figures ? — Yes, 
that is so. It is now £508,670. 

90. Then it has not increased in quite the same pro- 
portion, within the last five years, compared with the 
previous period 1 — It would increase very largely if we 
had a proper valuation of the borough. 



91. Of course your valuation is the same as the rest Belfast. 
of Ireland ? — Our valuation was made in 1860, and is Dec. n,i87«. 
Griffith’s valuation, but the value of property lias in- Mf Samn#l 
creased enormously in Belfast since that year, and yet ci R ,-u. 

the valuator is unable to alter the valuation unless in 
a case where some structural changes are carried out. 

The result is that new property is valued very nearly 
at its fair value, but adjoining property not touched, 
remains, perhaps, paying one-third or one-fourth of 
what its fail- proportionate taxation would be. I could 
give you many instances of that. I know of one case 
in particular where a house was valued in 1860 at £38 
per annum . I subsequently let those premises myself 
at £65 on a ten years’ lease. "When seven years of 
that lease was up, the man who had taken it came 
to me anti surrendered the remaining three years of his 
lease, and I gave him another lease for ten years at 
£120 per annum, and yet that man is only paying taxes 
on £3S a year. In some parts of the town houses are 
not valued at more than one-third of their letting value, 
and in other parts the valuation is one-third or one- 
fourth below the letting value. 

92. But houses erected in recent years are valued up 
to their letting value, are they not ? — About fifty per 
cent, below their letting value. The difficulty we have 
to contend with in endeavouring to obtain a re-valua- 
tion is that unfortunately under the General Valuation 
Acts the Corporation are nut recognized in any way in 
obtaining a re-valuation. It is absolutely necessary 
that the application for a re-valuation should come from 
the Grand Jury. We applied to the Grand Jury of 
Down to seek a re-valuation, but they ignored our 
request, and refused to make any application, consider- 
ing that if such were made it would affect their own 
valuation outside the borough. We also applied to the 
Grand Jury of the county Antrim, and they said, 

“ We will forward your application and confine it to 
that portion of the borough within the county Antrim.” 

But another difficulty arose, and it was this — that 
under the Valuation Acts it was necessary that if a re- 
valuation were made at all, it should be over the entire 
county, barony, or union. Unfortunately, we only 
form portion of the union, a portion of the barony, and 
a portion of the county, so that we could not get any 
re-valuation. 

93. What is the extent of the barony of Belfast? 

The barony of Belfast extends, I should say, ten 

miles from the borough; but now I am merely speaking 
of the county Antrim. In Down it extends fully that. 

94. There are two baronies, are there not ?— Yes ; 
there are two baronies, the barony of Belfast and the 
barony of Castlereagh, in the .county Down. 

95. Is the boundary of the parliamentary borough of 
Belfast coterminous with the municipal boundary ? — 

Yes. 

96. When the area of the borough was extended, it 
was extended to that of the parliamentary borough ? — 

It was. 

97. Mr. Exhaal — Are there not a great many new 
buildings outside the borough? — Yes; new bu i ldings 
are being erected every day, but we have nothing to do 
with them. The owners take advantage as far as they 
can of the proximity of such b uildin gs to Belfast with- 
out contributing towards the taxation of the town. If 
they did — and I must say that I thin k it is to their 
own disadvantage that they do not— -they would have 
all the benefits that arise from the lighting, watching, 
paving, cleansing, &c., of the town. 

98. Chairman. — Is hot the municipal area divided 
into five wards ? — Yes. 

99. And the Corporation, I believe, consists of ten 
aldermen and thirty town councillors ? — Yes. 

100. Two aldermen and six councillors for each ward? 

— Yes. . 

101. Are these the wards fixed by the Act of 18 / 0, 
or has there been any alteration or re-distribution of 
them?— The wards remain known by the same names, 
but by a subsequent Act they were extended. They 
are substantially the same. 

[The witness here handed in a list of tiie members of 
the Municipal Council.] 
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102. When wore these wards last fixed ? — I tliinlc 
about 1853. 

103. At the time of the extension of the borough 
boundary? — Yes ; there was a local inquiry then, and 
the boundaries of the wards were then fixed. 

104. Beyond taking in the extension, did they remain 
substantially the same, or was there an entire revision ? 
— They were remodelled altogether. 

105. Are these wards tolerably equal in point of 
rateable valuation and population? — Some of them 
have increased more than others. They are not 
equal now. 

106. You think on the whole it was a fair division? 
— I do. 

107. The business of the Corporation is transacted 
chiefly, I suppose, by committees. Would you kindly 
give me the names of those committees and their 
duties ? — We have the Audit Committee, the Finance 
Committee, the Improvement Committee, the Police 
Committee, the Market Committee, the Sanitary 
Committee, the Law Committee, the Sewerage Com- 
mittee, the General Purposes Committee, the Gas Com- 
mittee, and the Public Parks Committee. 

108. I suppose that the committees undertake pretty 
much the duties that their names signify ? — Yes. 

109. With the exception of the Police Committee, 
and that has, I believe, much larger duties? — Yes. 
The Police Committee have charge of the fire depart- 
ment, and the engagement and dismissal of firemen, 
and the regulation of that department generally. In 
cases of misconduct they fine or dismiss the men. 
That committee also has charge of the licensing of 
ears and drivers, and the enforcement of the hackney 
car by-laws. They also look after the scavenging 
department and the manure yards ; and they see to the 
lighting of the town, and to the testing of the quality 
of the gas. 

110. Mr. Lawless. — But they have nothing to do 
with the police ? — Nothing, unfortunately, but to pay 
the money for them. 

HI. Chairman. — The scavenging that they at- 
tend to I should have thought would form part of 
the duty of the Improvement Committee? — No, it is 
not ; but the Improvement Committee attend to the 
improvement of the streets of the town. They have 
special charge of the superintendence of the surveyor’s 
department, including the approval or disapproval of 
all plans and specifications submitted for private works 
and buildings, and of all plans and specifications pre- 
pared by the surveyor for public works, and the outlay 
on streets, roads, and footpaths ; also the bridges and 
sewers of the borough. 

112. What are the duties then of the General 
Purposes Committee ? — The principal duty referred to 
that committee by the Council is the selection of 
members to serve on the several committees of the 
Council ; and matters requiring special consideration 
are also referred to them. 

113. Most matters are it seems referred to the 
Police and Improvement Committees. Those are the 
two co m mittees that practically manage the working 
of the town ? — They are, in reference to the streets. 

114. Your Law and Finance Committees are se- 
parate, I see? — Yes. 

115. Then there is the Audit Committee. What 
does that committee do ? — The members of the Audit 
Committee meet once a week, and examine all the 
accounts of the different other committees. They also 
audit the accounts of the cashier and collectors, and all 
the payments made by the different committees, and 
take charge of the cash, and see after the cashier’s de- 
partment. 

116. What do the Finance Committee do?-— They 
have special charge of the collection of the rates and 
other revenue the property of the Council, and the 
management of the mortgage debt, and the paying off 
and re-borrowing money. They also examine, fort- 
nightly, the returns of toe collectors of toe rates. 

117. You have a' collector for each ward 1 — Yes. 

118. Five collectors in all ?— Yes ; and toe collector 
in each ward collects all the rates for his own ward. 



119. Would you tell me the nature of the check 
you have on the collectors, and how often they pay 
moneys into the bank ? — They are required to lodge 
daily in the bank the amount of their collection, if the 
amounts are anything considerable. Their books are 
checked by the accountant of the Corporation, Mr. 
Woods, very frequently, to ascertain that they cor- 
respond with the receipts given and the returns made : 
and if any irregularity were discovered, he would at 
ouce report the matter to the Town Clerk, who would 
summon the Finance Committee at once. 

120. Under any. circumstances do these accounts 

come before the Finance Committee every week ? 

Weekly or fortnightly, because toe Finance Committee 
do not meet regularly every week. As a rule, the 
Finance Committee meet every fortnight. 

121. Do these accounts go first before toe Audit 

Committee or before the Finance Committee? The 

abstract of them goes before the Audit Committee 
weekly. 

122. I suppose Mr. Woods gets an account of the 
sums paid in by the collectors every day from the bank, 
and he also gets the collectors’ hooks to see what they 
lodged?— -The bank book is taken with the .amounts 
entered in it, and Mr. Woods checks them with the 
collectors’ accounts. The collector makes toe lodg- 
ment, and there is a special form of lodgment docket, 
which specifies each rate to the credit of which toe 
money has been lodged, and the bank initial the 
amounts received. 

123. Are the rates collected up satisfactorily, as a 
rule? — Extremely well. 

124. And toe collectors give bonds? — Each gives 
■£1,000 security for the due collection, and so on. 

125. Who has the custody of those bonds? — The 
town clerk. 

126. What other officers give bonds ? — Every officer 
who receives cash for the Corporation is obliged to give 
security in the shape of a bond, in order to keep toe 
Corporation safe. 

137. Have you a list of the officers ? — I have. 

128. Mr. Lawless. — Are the collectors appointed 
annually? — -Yes; the same men are appointed; but a 
formal appointment is made every year. 

129. And are the securities renewed? — When I be- 
came town solicitor, I found that the securities were 
renewed annually, and I recommended the finance 
committee of toe Corporation to take one bond from 
each of the officers or collectors to cover all subsequent- 
engagements. 

130. Are there sureties for those bonds? — Yes; toe 
collector himself and two or three sureties ; and once 
a year the town clerk is obliged to report to toe finance 
committee upon toe solvency and sufficiency of toe 
sureties, and if there were any deaths in toe course of 
the preceding year, he is bound to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact, so that new bonds may 
be procured. 

131. Chairman.— Who are the other accounting 
officers? I suppose toe clerk of the markets is an ac- 
counting officer? — He is. 

132. He receives money and gives a bond? He 

does. The cashier receives money also, and he gives 
a bond. 

133. What money passes through the hands of toe 

cashier ? — Payments for street expenses and toe moneys 
received from fire insurance companies for toe services 
of toe fire brigade. With reference to toe receipts on 
account of street expenses, toe council may, under the 
Acts of 1865 and 1868, order a street to be completed 
at toe expense of the owners of property adjoining toe 
streets, and all these sums are received on account of 
that 

134. These are payments made by owners of pro- 
perty in respect of the paving, repairs, or m aking 0 f 
new streets, which they are called upon to pay, and 
they all pass through his hands 1 — 'Yes ; and he ’pays 
toe workmen of toe Corporation. 

135. And not through the borough surveyor’s ? No. 

136. Does toe borough surveyor receive any money 1 
— No; he does not. He receives no money whatever. 
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137. Does Mr. Woods, the accountant? — He re- 
ceives no money. 

138. Those we have gone through are apparently 
the only officers who do receive money ? — Some small 
.sums may be received by the street inspectors for the 
removal of manure, but that is a trifling amount — 
very small indeed. 

139. You could tell me how many officers give 
bonds, could you not ? — The town clerk gives security ; 
the treasurer, although an honorary officer, also gives 
security ; the cashier gives security ; the five collectors 
give security, and the clerk of the markets and the 
superintendent of the cemetery also'give security. 

140. The last-named receives fees for burials ; does 
he not ? — Yes ; some small fees ; and we think it 
better to have some security from him. 

141. I see the total amount of the salaries is 
£0,892 10s. ? — Yes ; that is the amount ; but that in- 
cludes the Recorder’s salary. 

142. The Recorder receives £500 per annum, and 
the clerk of the peace, £200 ? — Yes. 

[The witness here handed in a list of the salaries of 
the officers of the Corporation. Appendix 2.] 

143. There is one Act of Parliament you have 
availed yourselves of here that we have not referred to, 
and it is a public Act — the Public Parks Act? — Yes : 
the Public Parks Act of 1869 authorized Corporations 
to acquire parks for the recreation of the public. 
Acting upon those powers, we obtained the ground 
from Lord Douegall, of Ormeau Park, containing 172 
acres, at a rent of £10 per acre. We obtained a grant 
in fee of that land. We never intended that the 
entire of the ground should be devoted to a public 
park, but that 100 acres should be set aside for a 
public park, and we anticipated that the portion of 
ground that would remain after doing that would be 
considerably enhanced in value by the making and 
laying out of a public park beside it ; and that we 
would he able to let it for building purposes at high 
rents. We have made arrangements to put a portion 
of that land into the market, and the sale of it under 
the Public Parks Amendment Act will take place by 
pubiic auction on the 11th of January. 

1 44. Is that land within the limits of the borough ? 
— It is. The Public Parks Act of 1872 or 1873 went 
further, and enabled Corporations to acquire parks 
outside the borough, if necessary. This Corporation 
had some ground that it was considered would be 
suitable for the purposes of a public park, just adjoin- 
ing the cemetery, outside the borough, and they have 
since allocated a portion of that ground for the pur- 
poses of a public park. 

145. Is that called the Falls Park ? — Yes, it is. 

146. What is the extent of that park? — About 
forty-five acres. 

147. Was that a portion of the ground purchased 
for the making of the cemetery ? — Yes ; and not re- 
quired for the pin-pose ; but as a matter of fact the 
cemetery committee feel now that they will want some 
of that land back inasmuch as the ground is being 
more rapidly filled up, I regret to say, than was anti- 
cipated. 

148. The new park is not marked out yet, then, is 
it ? — It is, but there is a portion of surplus land con- 
nected with the park, which will be available for the 
cemetery. 

149. With the exception of the cemetery, the 
Ormeau and the Falls Parks, have the Corporation any 
real property ? — None, except the gasworks. 

150. With regard to the ground acquired under the 
Act of 1845, and the Act confirming the purchase of 
the markets, have the ground rents all been sold ? — 
All of the surplus ground we became possessed of has 
been sold. We still, however, have rents coming in 
to the amount of about £3,000 a year from portions of 
tbe markets. Portions of the markets are let to 
tenants, and these portions bring in a rent of about 
£3,000 a year — they are portions of the premises used 
for market purposes. ** 

151. I now wish to draw your attention to the 
Public Parks Acts of 1869 and 1872, which I have in 



my hand ; the first Public Parks Act, by which you Bem-ast. 
acquired Ormeau Park, was the Act of 1869, and the Dec. n, i»;«. 
Amendment Act is the 35th of Victoria, chap. 6. That Mr a ~ d 
is dated May, 187 2, and gave power to the Corporations Black*"" 1 *' 
to purchase parks outside the boundary of the borough, 
and power to sell surplus lands ? — Yes, that is so. 

152. At present you do not, I believe, derive any 
rent from Ormeau Park ? — Yes. we do : we let it for- 
grazing purposes. 

153. Your expenditure connected with that park 
amounts I see to a good round sum ? — Unfortunately 
it does. 

154. It amounted last year to £2,974 3a. 9 d . — over 
£3,000 in fact, because there is another £100 for the 
caretaker ? — We have estimated the expenditure on 
both parks for the coming year at £3,368 15s. lid. 

155. Your receipts from the two parks last year 
were £234 from the Ormeau Park, including sale of 
timber, <fcc., and £25 from the Falls Park for grazing ? 

— Yes; this year we estimate the rents of the Ormeau 
Park at £250 and the Falls Park at £100. 

156. You will be able to let them on much better- 
terms than last year- ? — Yes, we will ; we will be able 
to realise more out of our park property now than for- 
merly. 

157. Mr. Lawless. — I see in this printed list of 
salaries, there are entries, some of them for nine- 
months’ salaries, and some for twelve months. Then 
there is an entry — “ F. W. Moneypenny, apprentice, 

£40 for the twelve months ending the 21st of July, 

1875.” Who are these apprentices? — We found it 
very convenient to get a staff of young lads to come 
into the different offices of the Corporation — the town 
clerk’s office, the accountant’s, the cashier’s, and so on ; 
and they are allowed to pass through the different 
offices, so that they may be ready to take a superior- 
situation in any of the offices in which there is a 
vacancy. They commence at £20 a year, and increase 
£10 annually. They are, in fact, assistant clerks. 

They are bound for five years, unless the Corporation 
have reason, and wish to dispense with their services, 
or they wish to retire. The system has been found to 
work extremely well. We get by this means a great 
deal of the work done at very low salaries, while these 
young persons have an opportunity for advancement if 
they remain in the service of the Corporation. 

158. Chairman. — I see you have a car inspector ? 

— Yes, we have two. 

159. And I suppose they exercise control over all 
the public vehicles in the town ? — Yes. 

160. There is a scale of fares I presume? — Yes ; 
there is a scale fixed by tbe Corporation and confirmed 
by the Recorder. There are also by-laws framed 
under the Act of 1S45, for the regulation of cars and 
car-drivers, and these inspectors go round and assist 
the police in seeing that these by-laws are enforced. 

I regret to sav that the duty of enforcing those by- 
laws has fallen almost entirely upon tire car inspectors. 

The police do nut seem to think that the duty comes 
within the scope of their operations as a general rule. 

They sometimes, it is true bring forward a case but it 
is a very rare exception. Our car inspector's are en- 
gaged almost day and night, performing this very 
useful duty. Under the Police Act I tlrink the 
burden of seeing that these by-laws are properly 
enforced is thrown on the police to a great extent. 

Section 1 of the Constabulary Act of 1865, provides 
that the Constabulary Force of the town of Belfast 
ahnll discharge the powers and duties then lawfully 
had and discharged by the Police Force of the town. 

Mr. Inspector Bayley, has always recognised that the 
duty should be done by the police, and he has given 
orders from time to time that the police should carry 
out those duties; hut we think that the police have 
not been so active as they should have been in that 
respect. 

161. As a rule are the public conveyances worked 
satisfactorily in the borough.? — I think so. As a rule 
we have a very good class of cars. We have not been 
able to introduce flys or cabs to the number that we 

would have wished ; but my impression is that the j 
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fares are too low. You see cars can take four pas- 
sengers, whilst Hansom cabs can only take two. 

162. What is the staff of the fire brigade ? — We 
hare a superintendent of the fire brigade, an assistant 
superintendent, and a permanent staff of I think four 
men ; besides thirty-two others who are always at 
hand, should any alarm of fire be given. If an alarm 
is given a bell is rung and these men are within easy 
distance as a rule and attend at once. 

163. I see you received a pretty good sum from the 
different fire insurance companies last year as their 
contributions for fires extinguished ? — We have cer- 
tainly received some contributions, but not as much 
as we think the fire insurance companies should pay. 

164. You received, however, altogether £359 1 4s. 3d. 
in various small sums from twenty-two companies and 
others, under that head ? — Under the terms of the 
Act of IS 45, they are obliged to contribute to the 
extra expense incurred at the extinguishing of fires. 

165. Mr. Exham. — Is there a scale regulating the 
amounts these companies should pay? — There is. 
Under the Act of 1845 we were empowered to recover 
the extraordinary expenses of the brigade at fires from 
the assurance companies ; and in order to avoid any 
question as between the insurance companies and 
ourselves a scale was fixed. 

166. Chairman. — I see that that payment did not 
cover your extraordinary expense. The extra expense 
was £597 Is. 4 d. while the receipts were £359 14s. 3d.? 
— Yes. 

167. I see also an entry of which I should like an 
explanation — “ One year’s salary to the, Water Com- 
missioners’ turncock”? — The water supply of the 
borough is not under the control of the Town Council ; 
there is a separate corporation having the control of 
the supply of water for the town, and called the 
Belfast Water Commissioners. 

168. Under what Act ? — The Belfast Water Act. 

169. Do you know the date of that Act? — 1840. 
I think it would be a great improvement if tbe cor- 
poration had the control of the water supply them- 
selves in place of having two separate bodies. 

170. Do you find much inconvenience resulting 
from that state of things ? — There is always a conflict 
of authority, and sometimes we have to complain that 
• there is a deficient water supply, for instance, at the 
extinguishing of a fire, and then if we complain the 
Water Commissioners attribute that deficiency to our 
men, and there are constant little petty unpleasant- 
nesses between tbe officers of the two Boards on 
account of that. 

171. What arrangement exists with regard to the 
flushing of the streets ? — None at all. We get water 
from the Commissioners for the watering of the streets, 
hut their charge for it is so excessive, that we could not 
possibly think of getting water from them forthe flushing 
of the sewers, or the washing of dirty courts. They 
charge us 4 d. a load for all taken from the pipes. 
Each of the carts holds about 250 gallons. Virtually 
the charge is Is. 4d. per thousand gallons. They give 
water to the general public at G d. per thousand gallons, 
but they charge the Corporation Is. 4 d. per thousand. 
They do that, they say, because we only take the water 
in the summer months when it is most valuable to the 
Commissioners. They, however, would give us water 
at Id. per load, provided we would take it out of a 
particular basin which is of no earthly use to them ; but 
it costs ns the same to take it from that, in fact, almost 
more than it would to pay the excessive charge which 
they make of Is. 4 d. per load. 

172. ' Mr. Exham. — In case of fires what do they do? 
— They are obliged to give a supply of water in that 
case. 

173. Chairman. — Is this annual salary to the turn- 
cock for attending to that? — Yes; that is what the 
annual salary is for. It is paid for a turncock. In 
a great portion of the town they have not laid fire- 
mains, simply service pipes, and put fire-plugs upon 
these pipes. Then occasionally the water will be 
turned off, and there will be no supply of water in these 
pipes at all. It is necessary to turn on the pipes at 



particular places, and there are constant disputes as 
to whether our men — the men connected with car 
brigade — had turned on the right cock or not ; so in 
order to prevent further disputes we agreed to pay a 
salary of £7 10s. to the Water Commissionei's’ turn- 
cock, and he is expected to attend at fires and turn on 
the proper cock. As a matter of fact, however, a town 
like Belfast should have mains specially charged foi- 
fire purposes, because it is highly inconvenient to have 
to depend on service pipes, as very often these pipes 
have to supply a large number of cisterns, and there- 
fore it is highly doubtful if we can always have a 
sufficient supply for fires. 

174. Are the Corporation represented on the Water 
Commissioners? — The Mayor is entitled ex officio to a 
seat on the Board ; but it is only one out of the fifteen. 

175. How many Commissioners do yon say there 
are? — Fifteen, I think. 

176. Is there not a certain proportion elected by the 
Corporation? — Not at all. 

177. How are the Commissioners elected ? — By the 
water ratepayers. 

178. Are partners excluded from voting for the 
Water Commissioners ? — They are, by the construction 
given to the Water Act. 

179. Mr. Exham. — D id the Coiporation ever try to 
obtain representation on that Board ? — No ; they did 
not. 

180. Chairman. — It seems to me that there must 
be a conflict of authority in this way ; for instance — 
in the Commissioners taking up the streets to get at 
their service pipes or mains ? — They frequently require 
to examine and relay their mains. Of course that 
leads to a conflict of authority. By an arrangement 
made some time ago they pay the Coiporation, how- 
ever, for repairing where they have interfered with the 
streets. Still the whole tiling is an inconvenient 
arrangement, and it is one tliat should be remedied for 
the benefit of the town. 

181. Mr. Exham. — They have power themselves to 
open the streets ? — Yes, they have power to open the 
streets. They may open the streets, and only give ns 
notice when the works are in progress. However, I am 
bound to say that I think the officers of the Water 
Commissioners are anxious to meet the views of the 
officers of the Coiporation as far as they can ; but for 
all that the system is, in my opinion, a had one. 

1S2. Chairman. — I s there any other authority that 
conflicts with the Corporation? — There is another body 
here — the Harbour Commissioners — but there is no 
conflict between that body and the Corporation. 

183. Are the Corp oration represented on the Harbour 
Commissioners ? — The Mayor is, ex officio, a member of 
that board also. 

1S4. But the Corporation do not elect any of the 
Harbour Commissionei's ? — They do not. 

185. They are quite a distinct body, and there is, 
you say, no inconvenience found to arise from their ex- 
istence as such ? — Very little. 

186. Do you remember what Act or Acts of Par- 
liament the Belfast Harbour Commissioners are incor- 
porated under ? — I can tell you. Tbe Belfast Harbour 
Act of 1847 ; the Belfast Port and Harbour Conser- 
vancy Act of 1852 ; and the Belfast Dock Act of 1854. 
There was an old Act previously in existence, the 
1 & 2 William IV., but the Act of 1847 was the first 
the present Harbour Board obtained. 

187. Mr. Exham.; — D o the Harbour Commissioners 
keep the quays in repair here ?— They do. 

188. Chairman. — D o they light them or do yon 
light them ? — They light and pay us for the lamps, and 
they pay the same price as is paid for the town lamps, 
£3 per lamp. 

189. How many public lamps are lit . by the gas 
company forthe town? — 2,847 were lighted by the last- 
account, and that number at £3 each lamp makes the 
total cost under this head £8,541. 

190. The Corporation have only had the gas works 
since July, 1874. Can you tell me what was the price 
per thousand feet that the gas company charged the 
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inhabitants when they were supplying them before the 
Corporation obtained the control of the gas works ? — 
4s. 6 d. per thousand, with discount varying from 2^ 
per cent, up to 20 per cent, in some cases, according to 
the amount consumed. We were able last year to 
reduce the price to 4s. 2d. per thousand with the same 
discount. This year we have reduced it to 3s. lid. 
per thousand, with the same discount, and I have every 
expectation that we shall be able to reduce it in price 
still further. 

191. And notwithstanding that you cleared a profit 
last year of something like £8,000 — Since July, 1874, 
we have netted for the ratepayers of the town upwards 
of £22,000 profit on the gasworks. 

192. Mr. Exham. — Do you supply gas outside the 
borough ! — Yes ; for a considerable distance outside — 
perhaps three miles, I should say, in some places. 

193. Mr. Lawless. — The Corporation do not exer- 
cise any control over the dock and harbour ? — None 
whatever. 

194. And you receive no profit 1 — No profit; we 
simply receive rates — the police rate is calculated upon 
the tonnage of vessels entering the harbour, upon the 
basis fixed by the Act of 1847. 

195. Chairman. — The Act of 1847 provided that 
the Harbour Commissioners should make an annual 
return to the Town Council of the tounage and the 
amount of rating for tonnage is therein provided for. 

I do not remember what was the amount of their con- 
tribution 1 — It was provided by the Act, 

196. Is that return furnished by the Harbour Com- 
missioners ?- — Yes ; it is always furnished by the Har- 
bour Commissioners. The general purposes rate is 
assessed on a different basis. 

197. The Act provides, I see, that the toll for police 
rate shall be 3d. on the registered tonnage on vessels 
from foreign ports, and l|i/. on vessels discharging 
•roods in the docks of the Commissioners ? — Yes. 

19S. Mr. Exham. — Are there stores erected on the 
quays by the Commissioners, the same as at the North 
Wall, Dublin? — Yes ; there are sheds built on the 
quays. 

199. Are they rated? — They are. 

200. Chairman. — Do you lay a separate burial rate? 
— Occasionally we do. For the coming year we have 
not found it necessary to levy any separate rate. It 
is levied as a portion of the borough rate. 

201. Your borough rate is limited to 3d. in the 
pound ? — Yes ; for ordinary borough purposes ; but 
for sanitary purposes and burial purposes, under 
special and general Acts the limit is not applicable. 

202. What is the limit for burial purposes? — I 
think the rate is limited to 3d. in the pound ; but we 
have never found it necessary to strike that rate in one 
year. We have had a 2d. rate. 

203. What is the sanitary rate limited to? — It is 
u nlimit ed for sanitary purposes. 

204. Practically the amount of the rates you levy is 
divided as follows : — What you call your police rate — 
your last rate was Is. in the pound on valuations up 
to £20, and 2s. on valuations over that. That is the 
rate you laid on in 1875 ? — It is. 

205. Your maximum being 3s. 4 d. and Is. 8c/. ? — 
Just so. 

206. For general purposes you laid the maximum 
rate of 2s. within and Is. 6 d. outside the lighting and 
watching district ? — Yes. 

207. For district sewers you laid a rate of 3d. in 
the Crumlin and Old Park-road district? — Yes. 

208. And 7d. in the Antrim Road district, and Id. 
in the Newtownards Road district? — Yes. 

209. For a district you mentioned, the Windsor 
district, you have not levied a rate there yet ? — Ike 
works are only in progress ; but there will be a rate 
levied of Id. in the pound next year. 

210. You laid a rate of He/. for burial purposes in 
1875? — Yes; but next year there will be none. I 
may observe that for the coming year the borough rate 
will be 2 \d., and that for the parks 1 Jc/. 

211. You did not lay any special sanitary rate? — 



We did not ; we paid the expenses out of the borough Belfast. 
rate under the Public Health Act. Dec. n, 1876. 

212. Then the total amounts you levied last year Mf g ~ 
were as follows : — £36,71 3 0s. 3d. was the total amount JjUck. 
you levied under the police rate ; £49,418 1 2s. 9 d. for 

the general purposes rate ; £1,810 4s. 10c/. for the three 
district sewers rates already mentioned; £2,947 14s. 3d. 
burial rate, and £5,895 9s. 5 d. for the borough rate? 

— Yes ; that is correct. 

213. The only two rates up to the maximum were 
the general purposes and the borough rates? — Yes; 
they were the only two. I may remark that we are 
unlimited as regards the levying of district sewers 
rates ; and the police rate was very little more than 
half of what we could levy. 

214. Mr. Exham. — Have the Crown here a local 
crown solicitor ? — They have. The crown solicitor does 
not prosecute, except in eases of extraordinary emer- 
gency. The magistrates found in the prosecutions for 
street offences and everything of that kind, that it was 
very inconvenient to be without a public prosecutor, 
because in almost every case here an attorney appears 
for the defence, and the fact of having only a sub- 
constable for tlie prosecution opposed to a cute 
attorney for the defence caused great inconve- 
nience, and so the magistrates requested that they 
should get assistance. 

215. Chairman.— What commission do you pay 
your collectors? — One and a half per cent, on the 
amount collected. 

216. That does not apply to anything besides the 
rates ? — No ; they simply get that commission on the 
rates collected. They have nothing to collect but the 
rates ; each collects all the rates in his own ward but 
nothing else. 

217. Tlie commission is one and a half per cent, on 
the amount actually collected?— Yes ; and to show 
you the care taken to prevent unnecessary outlay in 
this respect, I may mention that when the gas com- 
mittee got charge of the gasworks, they declined to 
allow the collector to receive the rates on the gasworks, 
but simply paid tlie amount direct over to the cashier’s 
hands by cheque, so as to save the collector’s poundage. 

2 IS. Is there no collector of the gas rents? — Oh 
yes ; I was referring to the rates payable on the gas- 
works, and I was saying, that in place of allowing the 
collector to receive those rates as he would Lave been 
entitled to do bad tlie works been the property of the 
company, tlie gas committee paid the money direct 
into the cashier’s hands, and by that means saved the 
collector’s commission. 

219. Who collects the gas rents ? — The officer of the 
Corporation. There are separate and regular collec- 
tors appointed for the purpose. 

[Witness handed in a list of the officers of the gas- 
works. Appendix No. 3, page 204.] 

220. You say you keep the accounts of the gasworks 
separate ? — Yes, by Act of Parliament. The collectors 
are paid by salary and not on co mmis sion. W e took 
over the staff of the gas company, when the premises 
came into our hands, and carried out the same ar- 
rangements as previously existed as far as we could. 

221. You charge a less rate per 1,000 cubic feet? — 

We have reduced the price. In point of fact the 
company had arrived at that stage of success that they 
liad no object in economising. They were always able 
to pay them statutable dividends of seven and ten per 
cent, on the subscribed capital. They had applied for 
power, and were going to raise another £100,000 capi- 
tal, and so we bought them up with the result that I 
have previously told yon. We have every reason to 
believe that it will be a good speculation for the town. 

222. Before the Act of 1874 came into operation, 
you did, under your Improvement Act of 1S45, 1 sup- 
pose, a certain amount of sanitary work ? — Yes, always. 

We had a sanitary inspector always, and I t hin k five 
assistants, one for each ward. When the Public 
Health Act came into force we appointed a consulting 
sanitary officer, Dr. Samuel Brown. Actually bis 
proper name would be the medical officer of health for 
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the borough. The Local Government Board and my- 
self differed as to his proper name, but as they paid 
half the salary we did not quarrel with them about the 
matter. Then we have an executive sanitary officer 
whose duty it is to see to and carry out all the sani- 
tary improvements required. 

223. He is not the town surveyor ? — Not at all. He 
has no other duties except as sanitary officer. He is 
also a civil engineer by profession. Then we have five 
assistants, one for each ward. 

224. Those are sub-sanitary officers or inspectors of 
nuisances ? — Yes ; with one additional man to do 
special duty when required, and attend to the office 
work. 

225. Have these men no other work to do? — None, 
except to attend to sanitary matters. 

22(1. Under the Act all dispensary doctors are sani- 
tary officers. How many are there ? — Eight, I think ; 
we do not pay them any salary ; they are paid by the 
Poor Law Union. 

227. The reports which the sub-sanitary officers make 
go, I suppose, through the consulting sanitary officer 
to the committee ? — Yes ; these reports go before the 
committee, and their orders are made upon them. 

228. Has there been much progress made in sani- 
tary reform in Belfast ? — A great deal has been done, 
but I tliiuk a great deal remains to be done. 

229. I only want to know' from you whether the 
Corporation are earnest in their desire to bring about 
sanitary reforms ? — I am decidedly of opinion that they 
are as far as they possibly can. At the same time I 
think it right to mention that there has been a scheme 
of main drainage for a considerable time before the 
town, which, owing to certain difficulties in the way, 
we have not been able to cany out. In the first place 
there is the great cost, which is one considerable diffi- 
culty, and secondly, there is some difference between 
the Coi-poration and the Harbour Commissioners, as to 
the proper outlet for that drainage ; hut it is only a 
question of time. 

230. In the meantime you seem to be carrying out 
district drainage works to a considerable extent? — We 
have, and we have been making a considerable number 
of new streets. Since 1866, when we got powers 
under the Act of 1865, a lengthy litigation had been 
put an end to, we have paved and sewered upwards of 
700 new streets. 

231. Is that all within the last ten years ? — Yes. 

232. Are the streets and lanes generally kept clean ? 
— They are regularly swept and the scavengers are in- 
structed to go to these places if possible every day. 
Some of these thoroughfares are swept once a dav, 
some oftener than that, and others twice a week accord- 
ing to the nature of the work. 

233. Are the scavengers under the control of the 
town surveyor? — No ; they are under the direction 
of street inspectors, specially appointed for the purpose. 
There are two assistant street inspectors under them 
again. The town is divided into two districts. Each in- 
spector has a district, and has an assistant and a certain 
number of gangers under him to carry out his orders. 
If the streets are not being properly attended to one of 
the street inspectors reports to the police committee 
and receives instructions from them, from time to time, 
as to what he should do. 

234. I suppose the number of men on the gangs 
varies according to the time of year, and the nature of 
the reports of the street inspector. In case of emer- 
gency has he unlimited authority to engage men to a 
sufficient number for the carrying on of the work 
without waiting for a meeting of the committee ? — If 
any emergency arises he has full power to get as many 
horses and men as he requires and report to the com- 
mittee. He is in no way limit ed as to the number of 
horses and carts, but he gives a return daily of the 
number. The horses are supplied by contract, but we 
furnish the carts. 

235. I see there is an item in the accounts referring 
to the amount you paid for the removal of the statue 
of Lord Belfast, and it would seem that you received 



from Lord Donegal a larger sum than you expended. 
Can you explain that ? — We certainly did not charge a 
larger sum than it cost us. I take it that the ex- 
planation is this — A portion was work done and paid 
for directly by cheque, and another portion will appear 
in another account. 

236. Lord Donegal seems to have paid yon £53 
Os. 6(7. for the removal of the statue of Lord Belfast, 
and on the other side of the account it only appeals 
that you expended £24 4s. I asked you the question 
because I thought you might be familiar with the 
matter and might be able to explain it to me ? — I can- 
not explain it accurately. All I know is that we only 
received the exact amount we paid. I suppose other 
payments will appear in other portions of the account. 
As an evidence of that I may tell you that I perceive 
another item of £5 15s. Gd. in another account on the 
same matter. 

237. With regard to your markets — you worked 
them at a considerable profit, I perceive ? — Yes, they 
are very successful, and a great source of advantage to 
the public. 

238. I see that the net profit on the markets, exclu- 
sive of cost of additional buildings, was £6,325 10s. ? ’ 
— Yes ; that was the net profit on the working of the 
markets last year. 

239. After paying rent, and some small repairs and 
alterations, and all the wages and salaries? — Yes. 

240. The head of the markets is Mr. Wood, “ Clerk 
of Markets,” and under him is there a considerable staff, 
weighmasters, inspector of previsions, and other officers? 
— There is a considerable staff. 

241. You have, of course, a table of tolls ? — Oh, yes ; 
for each market. 

242. How many markets are there? — There are 
twelve markets. 

243. The two principal being the Smithfield and the 
potato and vegetable 1 — Yes ; but the pork market is 
also a large one. 

244. The fines, I see, realized a large amount? — Yes; 
those were fines levied in the police court. 

245. No less than a sum of £3,048 14s. 8(7. received 
on fines from the petty sessions clerk ? — Yes ; but we 
anticipate that next year they will be less. 

246. Mr. E xha m. — Do you get all the fines here ? — 

I claimed them all, and succeeded in persuading the 
law officers of the Crown that we were entitled to 
them. 

247. You have public slaughter-houses here? — Yes, 
we have. 

248. And they realized a net profit of £179 14s. 3d., 

I perceive ? — Yes. 

249. After paying the superintendent and other 
expenses connected with them? — Yes. 

250. I see there is a weights and measxxres adjusting 
account. J ust explain that ? — There is an officer ap- 
pointed for the purpose, and a schedule of fees fixed, 
which are charged to the public, and he adjusts all 
weights brought to him, and charges according to the 
schedule of fees. The office cost something like £70 
for the year, and we received about £150. 

251. You got, I see, an actual profit on that of 
£84 16s. lid.? — Yes; it varies from year to year. We 
are obliged to have the office, and the police look after 
the dealers to see that the weights are kept properly 
adjusted. 

252. After paying your car inspectors, you got a net 
profit of £282 8s. upon the licenses ? — Yes ; we only 
charge 2s. 6(7. for each license issued. That is a very 
small charge, and we, in a great measure, allow free 
trade in licenses. Any man who has a good horse and 
car can have a license at once if he chooses to apply for 
it, without having to wait to buy up a number as they 
do in Dublin. 

253. There is an item here — “ Amount transferred 
from burial fund, £2, to police fund.” How do you 
explain that ? — It has been some item paid out of the 
police fund really chargeable to the other fund, and at 
the end of the year a cheque would be passed from one 
account to the other for the amount. 
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254. What is the next item — “House account. 
From Sub-Inspector H. A. Blake, proceeds sale of 
forfeited property, ifcc., &c., £90 15$. 6 d.'”i — When 
articles are found upon cars and not claimed after a 
certain lapse of time, they are sold after public notice, 
and the proceeds go to the benefit of the borough. 

255. What place are they brought to? — Either to 
the Constabulary or to the car inspectors. 

256. Chairman. — In the malicious injuries account 
1 see there is always a large and increasing balance in 
favour of that account. You started with £883 12s. Id., 
and then you received in arrear from the special rate 
£56 19s. 6 d., that rate was laid in 1874, and you left 
off with a balance in the treasurer’s hands of £939 
1 7s. Id. ? — That was increased by interest on the balance 
i 1 1 the t reasurer’s hands. W e have an arrangement with 
the bank by which they allow us interest on all balances 
in their hands in our favour. There were very large 
claims upon the Corporation after the riots of 1872 — 
claims which amounted, as well as I recollect, to about 
£14,000 for malicious injuries to property. Those 
claims were minutely examined, and reduced to £3,500, 

thereabouts. We had to strike a special rate, as we 
were only able to take £1,000 out of the general pur- 
poses rate. We accordingly struck a special rate ; we 
could not levy less than Id. in the pound for the pur- 
pose, and that rate left a eonsidei-able balance. That 
in dance is earned forward, and is applicable to the 
liquidation of any claims for malicious injuries that 
might arise in future years. 

257. You only paid for malicious injuries the sum 
of £28 14s. last year? — Yes ; that is so ; but I regret 
to say that we have more claims this year, owing to 
what transpired in the month of August last. 

258. Out of the general purposes rate you are 
enabled to set apart £1,000 for that purpose? — We 
are ; and we only once — in 1873 or 1874 — had to 
strike a special rate for the purpose. 

259. Although these accounts are admirably kept, 
I was surprised to find that you have an overdrawn 
account on the two principal accounts — the police and 
the general purposes rate — you have an overdrawn 
account on each? — We have. 

260. Is that exceptional? — It is somewhat excep- 
tional. During the past two years we have bought 
property at Peter’s-hill for street improvements to the 
amount of £6,000. We have also expended £2,000 
in the purchase of other property for the purpose of 
street improvements ; so that that would affect the 
police rate ; and besides that, the expense of the police 
is really so heavy upon the town, than our funds have 
been exhausted in great measure. 

261. Mr. Exham. — Do you pay any interest on the 
overdrawn accounts at the bank ? — Yes ; they charge 
us interest. 

262. Chairman. — There are cross charges for interest 
on overdrawn accounts, I suppose. They allow and 
■disallow ? — Yes ; and as a matter of fact, the balance 
of interest is altogether in favour of the Corporation, 
on taking the banking transactions as a whole. 

263. You had a balance of £4,329 against you on 
the general purposes fund, and of £2,002 oh the police 
fund ? — Those balances are rapidly diminishing. 

264. The gross balance against you was then £6,331 ? 
— Yes. 

265. Does not the auditor, Mr. Simms, quarrel with 
that state of things ? — No ; he does not ; as long as the 
whole account is not against the Corporation. If the 



whole of the balances were against the Corporation, he Belfast. 
would, doubtless, object to that. -Dee- u. 187 *- 

266. Do they allow you the same rate of interest on Mr s ~ ie , 
the other side of the account? — They allow us the Black, 
highest deposit rate of interest for all money in their 

hands ; but they charge us 5 per cent, on all overdrawn 
accounts. 

267. What rate are they at present allowing you ? 

— I think they are allowing us 1 £ per cent. 

268. In round figures on the borough and burial 
rate, you have £6,000 in your favour? — Yes; they 
only, I may mention, charge us li per cent, on a par- 
ticular overdrawn account; but if the whole of the 
accounts were overdrawn, then they would charge us 
5 per cent. 

269. The heaviest overdrawn balance was on the 
general purposes account, and the amount charged 
os interest against that account on the year was 
£5 17s. 7d.1 — Yes. 

270. While on the police rate, notwithstanding you 
were overdrawn at the end of the year, there was a 
sum of £165 17s. 4<7. allowed for interest to the credit 
of the Corporation? — Yes. 

271. There are, if I understand you, forty members 
of the Town Council ? — Yes. 

272. What number constitutes a quorum ? — We 
must, in order to have a meeting, have one-third of 
the members present. 

273. Is there generally a good attendance ? — Gene- 
rally a good attendance. During my experience I do 
not recollect a single meeting adjourned for want of a 
quorum. There may have been one in the last fifteen 
years. 

274. Does the same observation apply to the com- 
mittees where I suppose a great deal of your work is 
done ? — Yes ; there is an admirable attendance at the 
committee meetings. Three forms a quorum ; and at 
these meetings we always have quorums as a rule. 

275. These committees, I suppose meet once a week 1 
— Yes. The audit committee meets every Monday ; 
the cemetery committee meets every fortnight ; the 
improvement committee meets once a week ; the parks 
committee onceaweek ; the police committee once a week ; 
the sanitary committee once a week ; the law committee 
when summoned, if there is anything special to come 
before them. The general purposes committee, as well 
as the gas committee, meets once a week. 

276. With the exception of the cemetery committee 
and the law committee, all the committees meet once 
a week ? — Yes. 

277. Mr. Exham. — I suppose all the costs paid to 
you as town solicitor are taxed in the regular way ? — 

Yes ; I never got payment for a bill of costs unless 
they were taxed by the taxing officer of the proper 
court. 

278. You receive no salary? — No salary. The Cor- 
poration were anxious to fix a salary for the office, and 
had fixed the salary they intended to pay my prede- 
cessor, and he had drawn the first quarter of it as so 
fixed ; but the late Mr. Walsh decided that the Cor- 
poration had no power to make a contract of that kind 
with their solicitor ; and he had to return to the did 
plan of bills of costs. In an increasing town like Bel- 
fast, the expenses under this head must be naturally 
very considerable ; but I think any gentleman who 
receives merely his taxed costs will run no risk of 
being over-paid. 



Mr. James Guthrie examined. 



279. Chairman. — You have been town clerk for a 
good many years? — Since 1856. 

280. Previous to that you held, I believe, some other 
office ? — I acted as sub-treasurer for four years. 

281. Do you produce the abstract of the mortgage 
debts of the Corporation, and can you tell me how 
they now stand ? Your published accounts are only 
up to the end of 1875? — This list (Appendix No. 4, 
page 206) is up to Saturday last, but is exclusive of the 



gas loans. The primary mortgages contracted under Guthrie, 
the Act of 1845 are now £112,245. 

282. They having been originally £200,000? — Yes. 

283. Those mortgages then have been gradually re- 
duced by a sinking fund, as provided by the Act ? — Yes. 

284. Upon what are those primary mortgages 
secured? — Upon the improvement rates of the borough ; 
the rates struck under the Act of 1845, and all the 
property that comes in under that Act 

F 2 
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Belfast. 285. That is now called the police rate ? — Yes. 

Dec. li, 1876. 286. The secondary mortgages are under the Act of 

1864 *2 — Yes. 

Guthrie" 08 287. Which is the Award Act ? — Yes. 

288. And was not £84,640 Os. lit/, the amount of 
these secondary mortgages ? — £119,081 12s. 6tZ. is the 
amount of the secondary mortgages issued with the 
interest added. 

289. £84,640 Os. lid. was the capital sum named 
in the 5th section of the Award Act? — Yes ; and the 
interest allowed to be added, under the 9 th section of 
the Act, was capitalized and the whole amounted to 
£119,081 12s. 6d. 

290. And has that been now reduced to £33,000 ? 
— Yes ; that is what they now stand at ; and there is 
now about £4,000 in the funds to partly meet that 
which we cannot dispose of until some of the mort- 
gages mature. 

291. Under ihe Burial Act of 1866, you borrowed 
the sum of £25,000 ? — Yes. 

292. Which is now reduced to £9,200 ? — Yes, but 
it is right to explain that £4,000 of that £25,000 has 
been lately transferred to the parks accounts under 
authority. It is £13,200 taking the two together. 

293. £13,200 then remains of that — £9,200 stands 
to the burial fund and £4,000 to the public parks ? 
—Yes. 



294. How much did you borrow originally on the 
district sewage rates?— I have not totted it up. 
However, there remains due on the Antrim-road 
sewerage district, £2,702. 

295. And £2,400 on the general purposes rate ? — 
Yes. 

296. On the Crumlin and Old Park roads district 
sewers rate there is £520 still outstanding ? — Yes ; 
•that is all that remains due. 

297. You borrowed for this district £1,300 
originally? — Yes; that is correct, I believe. 

298. And those sums were all borrowed under the 
Acts of 1865 and 1868? — Yes; we borrowed from the 
Government £12,000 odd, and it is being paid off by 
yearly instalments. 

299. Under the Act of 1873, were you not 
enabled to borrow £25,000 for permanent paving ? — 
Yes ; we only owe now £17, ISO ; we had power to 
borrow £25,000, but we only borrowed £17,600. 

300. For the permanent paving? — Yes; and we 
have paid off £420, leaving a balance of £17,180. 

301. You also I see owe £2,500 on the Windsor 
district drainage rate, and £2,500 on the general 
purposes rate? — Yes ; we had power to borrow 
£7,000 for this drainage district, and we have only 
borrowed £5,000 so far, and we have a margin of 
£ 2 , 000 . 

302. And on the Newtownards road district there 
are two sums still outstanding of £5,590 15s. 6 d. 
each ; the one secured on the district sewers rate, and 
the other on the general purposes rate ? — That is quite 
right. 

303. That makes your total outstanding mortgage 
debt £197,428 11s. exclusive of the gasworks? — 
Quite right. 

304. Then under the Corporation Gas Act in 1874, 
you raised the amounts here ? — We borrowed 
£468,754 on debentures; and £2,245 14s. lit/, on 
annuities. There is an instalment paid to the Bank 
of England of £11,000, which, taken off, would leave 
a total net debt under that head of £459,999 14s. lid. 

305. Did you borrow all that money from the Bank 
of England? — £220,000 only from the Bank of England 
and tie rest from the public. A great many share- 
holders of the old gas company re-lent their money. 

306. What were the terms upon which the Bank of 
England lent the money ? — At 4J per cent. ; repayable 
by twenty yearly instalments. 

307. Did you pay 4J per cent, on the private de- 
ljentures ? — No ; I think 4|- is the highest on the 
private debentures, and some of them less. 

308. What are the rates of interest ? — £2,250 at 4 
per cent. ; £76,520 at 4J per cant. ; £349,684 at 4£ 
per cent ; and £40,300 at 4| per cent. If we had 



money now to borrow we could get the bulk of it at 
4 per cent., but at the time this was borrowed it was 
done on the best terms we could get. 

309. Can you tell me the rate of interest paid on 
the primary and secondary mortgages ? — For a long 
time we paid on the primary mortgages 5 per cent. ; and 
that we reduced from time to time as the mortgages 
became due according to the state of the money market. 
We now replace any mortgages being paid off, by 
borrowing at 4 per cent. 

310. Do not the primary mortgages vai-y from 4 to 
41 per cent. ? — Yes. 

311. While the secondary mortgages are all at 4J 
per cent. ? — Yes. 

312. What are the checks upon the collectors of the 
rates ? — This is one of the collector’s books — it shows 
the money which he lodges in the bank. (Hands in 
book.) 

3 1 3. He keeps an account showing the amount he 
has lodged? — Yes. 

314. What is done with this book ? — It is brought 
to the cashier and entered in his book ; and he sees 
that it corresponds with the bank book. Then the 
accountant (Mr. Woods) cheeks the entries with the 
blocks of the receipts which the collector gives to the 
parties paying the rates. The collector’s lodgments 
and Mr. Woods’ sheet must tally, and both are ex- 
amined by me, and I certify that they are correct. 

315. They are all submitted to you ? — Yes. 

316. Does the cashier make up the account entirely 
from the collector’s books? — Yes ; and Mr. Woods 
makes a separate account of the returns from the block 
receipts given by the collectors to the ratepayers. They 
are further checked by the bank book to see that the 
amounts correspond. The two statements are made 
from different sources daily. All are examined by me 
before being submitted to the finance committee. 

317. Are the collectors required to make lodgments 
daily ? — They are authorized to hold small sums up to 
£5 ; but every sum over £5 they are required to lodge 
every day. 

318. Have you the custody of the collectors’ bonds? 
— I have. 

319. What is the amount of their bonds? — They 
each give a bond in £1,000. 

320. What moneys pass through your hands ? — The 
only moneys that pass through my hands are, that I 
superintend all the borrowing and paying off of 
mortgages. If a mortgage is to be paid off a cheque is 
signed by the finance committee, and I take the cheque 
and pay the cash, and put away the mortgage. I am 
a sort of superintendent. 

321. You are a medium between the two? — Yes. 

322. What is the amount of your bond 1 — A bond 
of £2,000 ; two sureties of £1,000 each. 

323. Who is that lodged with ? — With the town 
solicitor, Mr. Black. 

324. Will you now give me the burgess roll. There 
are 5,280 names on this roll ? — Yes ; that is for the 
present year. 

325. Can you give me the rateable value of each 
ward separately?— The Dock ward is £96,054 15 j. 
number of burgesses 997. This is the revised roll you 
have before you now. St Ann's ward, £105,552 5s., 
number of burgesses 1,136; Smithfield ward, £72,542, 
number of burgesses 660 ; St George’s ward, 
£106,590 15s., number of burgesses 892 ; Cromae 
ward, £127,931, number of burgesses 1,595. 

326. I observe you keep a regular account of the 
sin k ing - fund applicable to each loan ? — Invariably ; 
we do not mix them at all. 

327. And this is published in your annim/l state- 
ment ? — Yes. 

328. What assistance have you in your office? I 

have an assistant and two juniors. These last are 
apprentices. Mr. Calcott is my assistant 

329. And does not he also act as registrar of the 
cemetery? — Yes. 

330. Is he empowered to act in your absence as 
your deputy ? — No ; that is an omission in the Act 
that should be remedied. If I was ill or laid aside 
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for a while, nothing could be done. If I was unable 
to attend to my duties, I think the mayor should have 
power to appoint a locum tenens. 

331. You think there should be power to appoint 
a deputy town clerk incase of the illness or temporary 
absence of the town clerk 1 — Yes ; but I would not 
wish to have the responsibility of making the appoint- 
ment myself. 

332. What are the borough surveyor’s (Mr. 
Montgomery’s) special duties ? — He superintends all 
sewerage matters, the repairs of roads, laying out 
new streets, and all other matters that a surveyor and 
engineer is bound to look after in a large town. 

333. He sees, I suppose, that the Building Act is 
properly carried out ? — Yes. 

334. I think we understood from Mr. Black that 
the provisions of the Act of I860 are those that are 
now acted upon, aud not those of 1845 ? — I think we 
work by the later Act. 

335. Are the provisions of the Act carefully en- 
forced ! — Mi - . Montgomery is very particular in 
enforcing them so far as he can. 

336. Do j r ou act in any way as clerk to the gas 
committee, or is there a separate clerk ? — I take their 
minutes and consider myself their secretary, but 
they have a staff in the office. 

337. I see by this list they have two clerks in their 
office. Mr. Stelfox, the manager, is here described as 
a clerk ? — He is the manager, and it is his brother who 
is clerk there. 

338. 1 see ; and then there is Mr. Gibbon, who is 
another clerk ? — Yes. 

339. The manager, I see, gets £600 a year ? — Yes, • 
and a house. 

340. Is he a civil engineer ? — He was brought up 

in these works under his father, who was a civil 
engineer. 



341. And was he assistant to his father who was Belfast, 
manager when the gasworks were owned by a public Dec . 11, ism. 

T . , .,11 

342. Witness. — I want for a moment to call your Guthrie, 
attention to the fact that as regards the balance of the 
secondary mortgages we have £4,075 invested in 
stock. 

343. Ready to pay off as soon as the mortgages 
mature ? — Yes ; £4,075 three per cent, stock. 

344. Now, to proceed, who pays all these wages ? 

— The cashier. He keeps a book. All the receipts 
go into his hands under the police fund, the general 
purposes fund, the borough fund, and the cemetery 
fund, which is prepared every week and presented 
every week to the audit committee, and signed by the 
chairman of the committee. 

345. He receives everything, in short, except the 
rates and the gas revenues '? — Yes. 

346. He is, of course, one of the officers who gives 
security? — Yes; £1,000 is his security, I believe. He 
enters the receipts in this book as they are paid into 
the bank, and gets an account of them from the bank. 

The market revenues are lodged in the bank in this 
way. He lodges everything and pays by cheque. 

The cheque is given by the committee having charge 
of the department. 

347. How is the manure sold ? — By auction. 

348. How often ? — About once a fortnight. 

349. Have you the manure depot placed outside the 
town ? — It is inside the town, unfortunately. 

350. Is it surrounded by houses ? — It is complained 
of occasionally. 

351. Witness. — I ought to say, if I have not already 
told you, that all payments made are made by cheque. 

The cheque is signed by three members aud the town 



Mr. Hugh M'Calmont Woods examined. 



352. Chairman. — You are the accountant? — Yes. 

353. How long have you held that office? — Next 
month I shall be eleven years. 

354. All the accounts in this book (the annual 
statement of receipts and expenditure), I understand 
from Mr. Black, are kept by you ? — They are. 

355. Would you just tell me from what sources 
you make this up. Just tell me the system on which 
these accounts are made up ? — The cashier’s book forms 
the basis. 

356. That and the bank book together? — Yes. 

357. These accounts are made up, I see, under four 
different heads — the police fund, the general puiposes 
fund, the borough fund, and the burial fund ? — Yes ; 
they are all made up the same way. (See Appendix No. 
5, page 207.) 

358. And there is a separate account kept for the 
gas ? — Yes. 

359. Do you keep that ? — No. 

360. You have nothing to do with that? — No. 

361. Now the police rate, we understand, is levied 
under the Act of 1845, and the amending Acts ? — Yes. 

362. You appear to have started that account last 
year with a balance in hand of £2,415 19s. id. in the 
treasurer’s hands ? — Yes. 

363. And £16 0s. 3cZ. petty cash in the cashier’s 
hands ? — Yes. 

364. That gave you £2,431 19s. 7 d. to start with ? 
—Yes. 

365. I will just go through the receipts and the pay- 
ments, as I have summarized them. You received on 
this account, £34,818 2s. 6 d. from rates last year? — 
Yes; that is less the amount refunded — the net amount. 

366. Yes ; what I want to know from you is, how 
far that is short of the rate that was laid ? — I have got 
the account here — “ Police rate levied, £36,713 0s. 3d.” 
last year. 

367. And you received £34,818 2s. 6d., which in- 
cluded arrears from the preceding rate? — Yes, and 
included £997 7s. 4 d. which we received from the 
Government in lieu of rates. 



368. Is not that carried into those arrears ? — It is. 

369. What arrears of the preceding rate were carried 
forward into that last year? — £997 7s. id. 

370. Then I see those arrears consisted wholly of 
the Government bounty ? — Yes. 

371. You only strike one rate in the year? — That 
is all. 

372. Under any of these Acts ? — That is all. 

373. Is that rate always struck on the 1st January ? 
—Yes. 

374. Are all your rates struck at the same time and 
collected at the same time ? — Yes. 

375. Now, I find here, amount of arrears brought 
forward, £544 9s. 9 d. Are these all irrecoverable arrears? 
—No. 

376. AJ1 collectable arrears? — A small portion of 
them have been recovered. 

377. Does not the collector of the police rate bring 
forward what is supposed to be collectable arrears dis- 
tinct from those which he considers cannot be collected? 
I presume he, at least, submits the list to you as the 
accountant, and then to the finance committee or the 
audit committee, and gets the really irrecoverable 
arrears allowed by the committee ? — Yes. 

378. Well, then, after deducting those struck off, I 

remark that there are arrears brought forward into 
the last rate of ? — £544 9s. 9 d. 

379. That, -with the £997 7s. id., would give a total 
amount of £38,254 17s. id. to be collected, and, de- 
ducting £34,818 2s. 6d., the amount brought in, would 
leave £3,436 14s. lOd. still outstanding, still to be 
allowed as irrecoverable or uncollected? — Yes ; £3,436 
was the actual amount not collected, and of that sum 
there was for discount 25 per cent, allowed, and pay- 
ments subsequently received £3,080. 

380. Then there would be only between £300 and 
£400 collectable rates outstanding? — Yes; £346 carried 
forward into the next rate. 

381. After allowing for the discount, lie. ? — Yes. 

382. The next receipts, after leaving the rates, arise 
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from the markets, and I see that your gross receipts 
from them amounted to £9,223 7s. 5 d. 1— -Yes. 

383. And the expenditure on the other side for rents 
and salaries, weigh masters, market patrols, rates, and 
taxes, amounted to £2,897 17s. 5 d., leaving a net profit 
from the markets of £6,325 10s. ? — Quite correct. 

384. Following the order in this book, we have the 
weights and measures, from which you received £156 
13s. 3d., and you expended in wages to the adjusters, 
and sundry small payments, £71 16s. id., leaving a 
net profit of £84 16s. lid. ? — Quite correct. 

3S5. Slaughter-houses come next. From the 
slaughter-houses you received £528 5s. ? — Yes. 

386. What are those receipts made up of f — The use 
of slaughter-houses for slaughtering cattle. 

387. This is, of course, confined to the public 
slaughter-houses ? — Yes. 

388. How many of them are there ? — A whole block 
of buildings. 

389. Are they outside the town? — They are not ; 
they are towards the river Lagan. 

390. Are they so kept as not to be a nuisance in 
any way ? — As to that I cannot say. 

391 . Do you know whether there are any complaints 
of their being a nuisance ? — The only complaint that I 
heard of was from the gas manager. 

392. Does he live near them ? — He does. 

393. Mr. Exham. — Do they charge so much per 
beast for the use of the slaughter-houses ? — The clerk 
of the markets will be able to tell you that. 

394. Chairman. — Then as to your expenditure on 
them, you have, I see, a superintendent ? — Yes. 

395. Then his wages and those of the people em- 

ployed under him, and gas, water, taxes, repairs, and 
ulcerations, insurance, ifce., amount altogether to £348 
1 9 d., leaving a net profit of £179 14s. 3d. ? — Yes. 

396. Then we come to a large item — the fines 
accounts. The gross amount of receipts from fines 
was £3,063 16s. 8 d. ?— Yes. 

397. And the expenditure for stamps, checking 
returns, and summonses was £166 17s. 6 cl., leaving a 
net balance of £2,896 19s. 2d.?— Yes. 

398. Your next receipt is £282 8s. for licenses? — 
Yes. 

399. Of which £248 ISs. is for carriage licenses, 
and the balance from owners of lodging-houses, and 
slaughter-houses ? — Yes. 

400. On the other hand you paid for ear inspectors 
— wages and clothing, £185 19s. 6d. ? — Yes. 

401. Next comes your rent account. What are 
these houses for which rent is paid you in Church- 
street and Ohichester-street? Are they houses for 
markets? — No; they are not in connexion with the 
markets at all. 

402. I understood you had no real property except 
the property for the markets, and the public parks ? — I 
believe that is the only house there is. 

403. The ouly two houses ? — This house from which 
we receive £15 in Chichester-street, is part of the 
market property. 

404. Mr. Lawless. — What is that other house ? — It 
is the only house we have apart from the market 
property. 

405. Do the Corporation use it? — We pay head- 
rent of £12 6s. 2d. on it. 

406. And you receive £36 a year for it ? — Yes. 

407. Chairman. — Where is this slob land from which 
you appear to get £6 a year ? — It was merely a tem- 
porary purchase. 

408. Where is it ? — At the Lagan ; convenient to 
Ormeau Park. 

409. You have also some small weekly tenements? 
— One small house at the Albert-bridge, and there is 
another small house at the Linfield-road. 

410. How do these small tenements happen to he 
the property of the Corporation ? Have they been re- 
cently purchased, or have they belonged to them for a 
long period? — Before I joined the Corporation they 
belonged to it. As regards the house at Albert Bridge- 
road, Albert-bridge was built by a private company, 
and they have part of the house at the bridge ; hut 



eventually the Corporation and the counties of Antrim 
and Down, bought the rights of the owners in this bridge 
and threw it open to the public, and the bridge and the 
whole of the house vested in the Corporation. That is 
the house referred to. As regards the house on Linfield- 
road, we had a claim upon the house and the little piece 
of ground near it, for some work executed in the street 
in front of it. The property was sold in the Landed 
Estates Court, and this was put up as a separate lot and 
would not bring anything, and we thought that if we 
were to widen the bridge there, we would have the 
ground for doing it, and the Landed Estates Court 
handed us over the place, in consideration of the claim 
we had against them. 

411. The net amount you receive on the rent account 
is £56 10s. Id. %— Yes. 

412. Next comes the fire brigade, which cost you 
£1,810 17s. 3d. Is that all the expenditure connected 
with it? — Yes. 

413. And you receive, as we already heard in Mr. 
Black’s evidence, £359 14s. 3d. ? — Yes. 

414. Leaving a net charge against the fire brigade 
account of £1,451 3s.? — Yes. 

415. Income tax, as entered upon the expenditure 
side of your account, stands thus : — Assessed on 
estimate amount of interest for one year £54 19s. 2d., 
and the receipts from sundry persons £54 5s. lid. 
They do not balance themselves ?— We pay the amount 
of income tax on the interest. 

416. But you do not get the full amount ; you ought 
to get what you pay ? — It is always a little more than 
we receive. 

417. They ought to balance themselves exactly; 
however, they do to within a very few shillings. 
Then next there is your lighting account. You pay 
for gas for the public lamps £7,044 2s. 5d. for one 
year, and for lamp columns and other expenses con- 
nected with them you pay £244 10s. 7d.? — Yes. 

418. And then, deducting from that £36 whieh you 
get back from private individuals for moving and re- 
fixing lamp-posts, shows a net charge against this fund 
on the gas account of £7,252 13s.? — That is so. 

419. You get, I see, from the Belfast Bank 
£165 18s. 4d. to the credit of this fund, although it is 
overdrawn at the close as interest on your bank 
account for the year? — Yes ; they started with a 
balance of £2,000 odd in hand. 

420. “House Accounts.” Are these the accounts 
for keeping the courts and the cells for the prisoners ? 
— You might call it the court account. 

421. It consists principally, I see, of expenses con- 
nected with the police cells, and the coals and gas for 
the courts and town-hall ? — Quite right. 

422. That, of course, is an account showing a con- 
siderable balance on the wrong side, for after deducting 
“ £90 15s. 6iZ. from Sub-Inspector Blake, proceeds of 
the sale of forfeited property, &c.,’’ your expenditure 
connected with the courts and the police cells shows 
a balance on the debit side of £640 6s. 6 d. 1 — Yes. 

423. Mr. Exham. — Does not the Government pay a 
portion of the keeping up of the court-house ? — We get 
those fines. 

424. Are there not many who are not fined at all? 
— W e have to pay all the expenses connected with 
prisoners in the gaol, amounting to £6,000 or £7,000 
a year. 

425. Chairman. — That is a different matter. You 
pay that under the Antrim and Belfast Borough Act? 
— Yes, under the Act of 1865. We paid that pre- 
viously as portion of the comity. If they were com- 
mitted in tiie county, they would have to pay it in the 
county. 

426. Mr. Exham. — From what fund do you pay it? — 
It is under the general purposes fund. The Govern- 
ment receive all the stamps upon summonses and 
things of that sort, and all they have to pay is the 
petty sessions clerk’s fees. 

427. You get all the fines? — Yes ; but they get the 
proceeds of the stamps. 

428. Chairman. — The only salaries which appear 
charged to this fund are Mr. Green’s and Mr. Cobain’s. 
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Who is Mi\ Green? — He was the superintendent of 
the borough police court, and he has now retired on 
his allowance. 

429. There ai - e, I see, two other Greens super- 
annuated— Francis and Samuel? — H e only retired lately. 

430. And the salary of Mr. G'obain, the cashier, is 
charged partly to this fund and partly to another 1 — 
Yes. 

431. The salaries on this fund are £375 10s., and 
superannuation allowances, £202 2s. 6d. Then there 
is the miscellaneous account, being the large item of 
£649 10s. 6c?., of which, however, very full details 
appear to be given, and which have been all, of course, 
submitted to the auditor? — Yes. 

432. The law costs which stood in your accounts as 
£1.123 12s. 8(?. would, if the two first items of this 
miscellaneous account were added, be brought up to 
£1,188 3s. It?. ? — Yes ; if youinclude the expenses of a 
deputation to London, amounting to £41 Os. 3c?. 

433. And if you add to the printing, stationery, (fee. 
from these miscellaneous items, £2S 13s. 11c?., which 
properly would seem to belong to that account, yon 
would bring that up to £147 5s. Other items might 
very well have been classed under the heading of street 
improvements, but taking the miscellaneous items as 
they stand at £649 10s. 6t?., deducting as per contra 
the £59 3s. Id. which you received principally from 
Lord Donegall for the removal of Lord Belfast’s 
statue, the net charge under this head is reduced to 
£590 6s. 11c?.?— Yes. 

434. Then comes the next, and the heaviest charge 
in this account — constabulary, £15,160 15s. 11c?., in 
addition to which there is apportioned, I find, to the 
general purposes fund, a further sum of £1,082 18s. 3<?., 
which makes the total expenses of the police to the 
town. £16,243 14s. 2c?. ?— Yes. 

435. How do you apportion these? There is no 
portion, I think, charged on the borough fund account? 
— No ; there is not. 

436. Who makes this apportionment ? — I do. 
(Hands in estimate.) 



437. This does not explain the principle upon which Belfast. 
you apportion such a small proportion to the general D«. n, m 
purposes fund. The Act of 1S65 gives you instrue- 

tions liow to apportion it. You make the apportion- M'Calinont 
ment, and you must know how it is done. You put the Woods, 
largest amount on what I would call the improvement 
rate ? — We put as much as possible on the police rate. 

438. You call it the police rate, because you pay s < 
large an amount of the police expense out of it, but J 
should call it the improvement rate : it answers to t!: ■ 
improvement rate elsewhere ? — As far as I remember, 
we were advised that it would be absolutely necessary 
to do it. 

439. I have no doubt there is some very good reason 
for it. 

440. Your expenditure on market improvements 
was £2,991 0s. 11c?. Were these mainly substantial 
improvements, irrespective of repairs? — Yes. 

441. And on the erection of slaughter-houses you 
spent, I see, £40 12s. 7c?., and on street improvements, 

£5,835 9s. 2c?., against which you got back from 
private owners, £83 17s. S</., making your net expen- 
diture under this head, £5,751 11s. 6c?., and on muni- 
cipal buildings, which is all the same class of expen- 
diture, you spent £1,571 12s. ? — Yes. 

442. That makes up all your expenditure except win t 
was set apart under the Improvement Act of 1845, 
and the Award Act of 1864, for a sinking fund. There 
was £3,028 13s. 6 cl. set apart, I see, for that purpose 
under the former Act, and under the Award Act you 
set apart £1,800 16s. Gc?., which makes up altogether 
£4,S29 10s. paid to the sinking fund out of the current 
rates ? — Yes. 

443. That left you not in nearly so favourable a 
position on this account as when you started in tin- 
beginning of the year. There was then a balance in 
hand of £2,431 19s. 7c?., and now the account is over- 
drawn by £2,086 11s. 9c?. ? — Yes. 

444. On the other hand there is a trifling balance, 

I see, in the cashier’s hands of £8 6s. 6c?. 1— Yes. 

Adjourned. 



December 12, 1S76. 



2icc. 12, 1876 



Mr. Ib.rr’K. re-examined. 



445. Chairman. — I believe you desire to supple- 
ment your evidence with regard to the police fund ? — 
Yes ; I wish to explain the principle of the apportion- 
ment of the police rate upon the two funds — the police 
fund and the general purposes fund. The first Act 
relating to the subject is the 28th and 29th Victoria, 
chap. 70, a public Act that altered the distribution of 
the constabulary force in Ireland to make better pro- 
vision for the police force in the borough of Belfast. 
After fixing the number of constables, and so on, the 
5th section goes on to say that one moiety of the ex- 
pense of the additional police force shall be paid by 
the Council by means of the rates to be applotted and 
levied in the same manner as the moneys theretofore 
raised and applied, or which might be applicable to 
the maintenance of a police force in the town of Bel- 
fast. That section authorized the payment of the cost 
of the constabulary out of the police rate. Then came 
the Local Act of 1865 which was passed immediately 
after the Constabulary Act, and if you refer to section 
50 of that Act, you will perceive that the Council are 
there authorized to levy a general purpose rate, and 
the section I refer to empowered the Council to esti- 
mate yearly the amount that would be required dur- 
ing the ensuing year, for several purposes, including 
the following — To pay such proportion of the cost of 
maintaining the police force of the borough as the Cor- 
poration might declare to be chargeable against the 
entire borough. Section 54 of the same directed the 
rate to he applied to the purposes referred to in the 
section I have just referred you to. Therefore the 
Corporation are of opinion that they have power to 
charge any portion that they may think reasonable of 
the cost of the police force against the general pur- 



poses rate ; and under the public Act I have referred 
you to before that, that the remaining portion should 
be charged to the police rate, so that the expense shall 
be put partly on the general purposes and partly on 
the police fund. 

446. There is no doubt you have power to appor- 
tion the cost of the police force on those two funds, 
but no principle is laid down on which you shall g..i 
apportion it ?— No ; it is left quite discretionary with 
the Corporation; and as they could not exceed the 
limit of taxation in respect of the general purposes 
fund they were obliged reluctantly to put a large pro- 
portion of the cost of the police on the other rate — the 
police rate — than they would have been disposed to 
do under other circumstances. 

447. Mr. Lawless. — Is there any minute of the 
Corporation hearing on that ? — I have not looked. 

448. Chairman. — Who makes the apportionment? — 
The finance committee. The finance committee yearly 
make an estimate — the estimate I gave you yesterday — 
that is brought before the Corporation at a special 
meeting, usually held about the 29th of November — it 
must be held before the 1st of December — and the 
Corporation approve of that estimate, or alter or amend 
it as they think necessary ; and sometimes I have 
known instances in which the estimate was amended 
by altering the proportions of the cost of the police to 
he charged upon each fund. 

449. Have you then known the estimate to he 
altered by the Town Council, after the finance com- 
mittee have made their estimate. The finance com- 
mitee make their estimate upon an estimate prepared 
by the officers of the Corporation — usually yourself or 
the accountant, I presume '? — It is usual for the ac- 
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countant and myself to make up the estimates, and in 
doing so, we are always guided by the law, as well as 
by the state of the finances. 

' 450. Mr. Lawless. — There is a balance remaining 
on the malicious injuries account after the rate was 
made in 1874, of between £800 and £900. At the 
be "inning of the year it was £883 12s. Id. in the 
hands of the treasurer, and then there is a sum of 
£56 19a. 6el. arrears of the rate struck for malicious 
injuries in 1874, and brought in to the general purposes 
account before us. I wish to know whether — you 
having struck a rate for a sum of above £1,000, which 
you were empowered to apply out of the general pur- 
poses rate for the payment of malicious injuries — the 
Act does not provide that any balance remaining over 
should be applied in aid of the rate ? — Yes ; in aid of 
the malicious injuries rate. 

451. That is the question — whether it is in aid of 
the malicious injuries rate. Of course it is necessary 
that you should keep a balance in hand for malicious 
injuries ; but the question is, whether the words of the 
Act do not apply to the general purposes rate. The 
section of the Act I refer to is section 48, and that 
section is to the effect that any balance remaining over 
in hand for any particular purpose for which a special 
rate is levied, shall be applied by the Corporation in 
aid of the rates to be levied for the next following 
year. It is quite an open question whether that means 
the malicious injuries rate to be levied in the next 
following year, or the general purposes rate, inasmuch 
as you would not levy a malicious injuries rate unless 
you wanted a sum of over £1,000 ; and so it occurred 
to us that it must be the general purposes rate? — 
Sections 45 and 47, both refer to a special rate ; and 
section 4S provides that any balance remaining over — 
any balance of a special rate — shall be applied by the 
Corporation in aid of the rate to be levied in the next 
following year. 

452. But it does not follow that it should be the 
malicious injuries rate. You will find that the special 
rate is referred to both in the 46th, 47th, and 48th 
sections of the Act! — We would have, I may tell you, 
no desire but to put it in aid of the general purposes 
rate if we could. 

453. That special rate produced £3,577 15s. on the 
first levy in 18741 — It was a rate of 2d. in the pound 



in the lighting and watching district, and l|d. in the 
pound in the other portion. 

454. Chairman. — The compensation had been pre- 
viously assessed in the year before — 1S73 ? — Yes. 

455. And it was, of course, paid ? — Yes ; the actual 
amount paid was £3,577 11s. 8 d. 

456. A m l we understood that claims amounting to 
£14,000 were reduced to that sum ? — Yes ; in addition 
to that £14,000 we had also claims for injuries to the 
person, but I succeeded in defeating all of those claims. 

457. Your special rate was to meet that £3,577 
11s. Sd.? — Yes, it was. The reason it was necessary 
to levy a rate of 2d. was this— because a rate of 1 \d. 
would not have been sufficient ; besides, if we at- 
tempted to levy a rate of 1 \d., we would get into 
eighths, because we have to keep a certain proportion — 
a fourth — between the lighted and watched district, 
and the other proportion outside the borough ; so that 
we had to strike a rate of 2d. in the pound in order 
to do that. 

458. In 1874, after satisfying the £3,577 odd, there 
remained a balance of £9631 — Precisely, and any 
claims for any injuries that have occurred since have 
been paid out of it. 

459. That is kept as a separate account ? — Yes. 

460. Mr. Exham. — What is the value of the portion 
to which the Is. 6 d. rate applies, because I thought 
the lighting extended to the whole borough ? — Oh no ; 
but substantially it is the whole borough. 

461. Then it must be a very small portion that is 
under the Is. 6 d. rate ? — Yes; it is a very small 
portion. The total valuation outside the lighting 
and watching district is £6,953 — about one-hundredth 
part of the valuation. 

462. How is it that all the salaries are charged to 
the borough fund with the exception of one or two 1 — 
The officers of the corporation — the town clerk and 
all his department we have always looked upon as 
chargeable against the borough fund. The surveyor's 
department being connected with the streets and 
sewers, is charged to the general piu'poses rate. 

463. I can understand that that should be charged 
to the general purposes fund, but almost all the other 
salaries are charged to the borough fund ? — Yes, that 
is the rule we adopt. 
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464. Chairman. — We will now turn to the general 
pm-poses fund — that is your largest fund I believe ? — 
Yes. 

465. Last year, the year we have before us, ending 
December 31st, you had a balance of £52 0s. lOd. in 
the hands of the cashier 1 — Quite right. 

466. And there was a balance in the hands of the 
treasurer, under the head of malicious injuries account, 
of £883 12*. Id. 1— Yes. 

467. On the other hand there was a balance 
due to the treasurer on the general account, of 
£8,260 2s. 2d. at that moment? — Yes. 

468. You struck a rate of 2s. ? — Yes ; 2s. within 
the lighted and watched district, and Is. 6 d. outside 
that district. 

469. Practically we may call that a 2s. rate, of 
which there was collected, with the arrears of former 
rates, £45,007 12*. lid. ?— Yes, that is so. 

470. And you received from the Government in 
lieu of rates, £997 7s. 4 d. ? — Yes. 

471. The total amount struck of rate was 
£49,418 12s. 9 d. ?— Yes. 

472. Can you tell me what were the arrears carried 
into that rate from the preceding one ? — £864 5s. 6d. 

473. Collectable arrears ? — What were supposed to 
be collectable arrears. 

474. That gave you £50,282 18s. 3d. to collect, 
exclusive of the Government payment in lieu of rates ? 
— Yes, that is so. 

475. Of that you collected £45,007 12s. lid., and 



that left you exactly £5,275 6s. 4d. to collect at the 
close of the year ? — That is quite correct. 

476. Of that £5,275 5s. 4d., how much have you 
had pronounced as irrecoverable? — £4,715 17s. 5d. 

477. That is by reason of void and uninhabited 
houses, and the allowance of twenty-five per cent, to 
landlords on houses under £8 a year ? — Yes, quite cor- 
rect. I may mention that the discount allowed would 
represent 3 - 52 of the total assessment upon that rate. 

478. Can you tell us how much of that 
£4,715 17s. 5 d., the discounts would represent? — 
I have not got that made out. 

47 9. That left you a ‘ recoverable arrear of 
£559 7s. lid., and that was I suppose carried into 
the new rate ? — Yes. 

480. Mr. Lawless. — By what authority do you 
allow that discount to landlords ? — By the Act of 1845. 

481. Is that balance of £559 7s. lid. nowin course 
of collection with the new rate? — There is a slight 
difference in that, and it occurs in this way — the 
Government valuator amends the value on appeal and 
these accounts are sent in about the month of April, 
and the rate books are amended in accordance with 
that, and that has increased the amount slightly, 
making it up to £582 17s. 8 d. 

482. You refunded I see £16 16s. 2d. That is a 
rate I suppose that had been paid in error and refunded. 
How does that arise ? — When an occupier leaves a 
house ; if it is at the latter end of the year, the amount 
is refunded by cheque drawn upon the treasurer. 
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483. If an occupier pays the rate for the whole year 
and only occupies the house for part of it, you return 
the balance ; and do you then get it from the incoming 
tenant ? — Yes ; if the house is occupied. There is a 
section in one of our Local Acts of Parliament bearing 
on the subject. If the tenant enters a fresh quarter he 
pays the whole quarter. 

484. That gave you as the net receipts from the 
general purposes rates £45,988 4s. Id. 1 — Yes ; that is 
quite correct. 

455. And then you got that balance we have already 
alluded to from the malicious injuries rate of 1ST4, 
which amounted to £50 19s. Od. ? — Yes. 

456. That cleared up that rate ? — Yes ; with a 
trifling sum of £4 19s. 6</., which was carried forward. 

487. The 380th section of the Act of 1845, 1 see, 
deals with the apportionment of the rates on the 
occupier quitting the premises, and provides that the 
Council shall recover the portion of such rate for such 
portion of time as he shall be in occupation of the 
premises, provided always that no allowances shall be 
made for any portion of a quarter of a year ? — Yes ; 
that is so. 

488. The commission on the amounts the collectors 
received reached the sum of £663 Os. Id. at li per 
rent. ? — Yes. 

489. And then we get a payment for malicious injury 
to property amounting to £28 14s. Was that all that 
accrued due under that head last year ? —Yes ; that 
was for all. 

490. You had to pay a balance of £5 17s. Id. to the 
Belfast Bank for interest, but considering that you 
owed the bank at one time £8,000, at the time I 
can hardly understand how it is that the charge for 
interest is so small ? — The large amount of rates got in 
in the first mouth of the year and placed to our credit 
accounts for that. 

491. Then you were overdrawn to the extent I have 
referred to for but a. very short time ? — Precisely ; 
only a month or two j and then, the time at which the 
bank make up their interest account is in July, and 
not in January. 

492. And probably in the preceding July you had a 
balance in hand nearly equal to the balance against 
you in December, and that is how the two accounts 
so nearly balance each other? — Yes. 

493. The net result at all events is that you were 
only charged £5 17s. Id. interest by the bank during 
the year upon this account? — Yes. 

494. I will now proceed to go through the receipt 
side of the account. The next receipt, is one of those 
loans which we referred to yesterday, of £5,000 on 
mortgage of the general purposes rate for the New- 
townards-road drainage district. You borrowed from 
the Commissioners of Public Works £5,000 on the 
general purposes rate ? — Yes. 

495. Which is entered as credit to that amount 
here ? — Yes. 

496. And then there is a small cross entry for in- 
come tax. On the police rate yesterday, we noticed 
that they did not pay you quite as much as you were 
assessed at on your estimate. In this account, on the 
other hand, you received a little more than your 
estimate, 16s. od. ? — We were receiving loans day after 
day which accounts for that. 

497. With regard to this £5,000 that was borrowed 
on the general purposes rate for one-third of the New- 
townards-road district drainage expenses. Was that 
sum expended on the Newtownards-road district drain- 
age entirely ? — It was. 

498. Where does the expenditure appear in this 
account ? — It does not. appear in that account. The 
works had been principally completed before the loan 
was got. 

499. Did the expenditure appear on the preceding 
year’s account then ? — It does partly appear there. 

500. Just refer me to that ? — I will. 

501. It was all expended on the sewerage and works 
connected with the sewerage in the Newtownards-road 
district — was it? — It was. 

502. I find that the sum of £13,828 17s. 7 d. was 



expended on the Newtownards-road district last year, Belfast. 
and £2,150 had been expended during the year before ? Dec. 12, 1876. 

503. ' Of th»t .£13,828 17*. 7J., £9,859 Is. 10rf. IfeSmSi 
was a payment to the contractor on account, and Woods. 
£3,020 was paid to what you call your store yard ac- 
count for bricks ? — Yes, that is quite correct. 

504. What are these “permits” which are the 
next item — “ amount refunded to sundry persons, 

£1,381 10s.”? — They are deposits lodged by rate- 
payers when they desire to erect new premises or alter 
old ones, and have to put up boardings — to secure that 
they make good the footway when the work is com- 
pleted, and if that is done to the satisfaction of the 
Corporation, the money so lodged is refunded. The 
course adopted is this — A party applies to the Corpora- 
tion for liberty to erect a boarding in a particular 
street, and .take up a portion of the flagway in that 
street for the purpose opposite the building, and in 
order to secure that that flagway shall be properly re- 
stored when the work is done, the surveyor requires 
that a certain sum, £12 or £20 or £30 as the case may 
he, shall be deposited with the cashier of the Corpora- 
tion, who gives a permit for the work to be done in 
the shape of a receipt for the deposit. At the proper 
time after the work has been completed the surveyor 
initials the permit as evidence that the work has been 
done to his satisfaction, and the flagway properly re- 
stored, and the person may then get back on the per- 
mit the amount of money lodged as a deposit. 

505. And thus then these two cross accounts arise. 

You received £1,415 for these permits, audyourefunded 
to persons in consequence of their having fulfilled their 
guarantee, £1,381 10s. which leaves £33 10s. a 
balance to the credit of this yeai-’s account in the 
end? — Yes. 

506. And now come your miscellaneous items. I 
should have added the stamps to the stationery ac- 
count, and “ the compensation for way leave for 
sewers," and “ the fees in the suit against Mr. M'Tear,” 
in that matter to law costs. In round figures, how- 
ever, your miscellaneous account shows a balance of 
£155 3s. Id. against you ? — That is quite correct. 

507. Of which part are applicable to law costs, and 
part to other items, stationery, ire. ? — Yes. 

508. Then we come to the store-yard account, which 
to my mind is the most complicated account of the 
whole. The result, however, seems to be this — that 
you purchased materials for various works in the town 
to the amount of £17,157 6s. 'id., which were princi- 
pally paving stones, bricks, flags, curbstones, quarried 
stones, Arc., amounting to the large sum of £17,157 
6s. id. ? — Yes, that is so. 

509. These are properly carried into your store-yard 
account as expenditure ?— Yes. 

510. And sums are set down on the opposite side 
as receipts from the different works for which these 
stores, and also other stores, which you had in hand 
of the same description were used. You actually sup- 
plied out of your store-yard materials for repairs, Arc., 
representing the sum of £20,302 9s. lie?., which is 
entered to the credit of this account ? — Yes, that is 
quite correct. 

511. Leaving a balance in favour of that account of 
£3,145 3s. Sd. ? — Yes. 

512. Do you give out these matei'ials at about the 
same price as you buythem ? — At about the same price. 

513. Mr. Exham. — Is there any labour applied to 
these materials in the store-yard before they go out, 
and if so, how do you arrange for that on the other side 
of the account? — The material goes out, I may say, at 
the same piice. 

514. Chaieman. — The labour in connexion with all 
these works is found at the opposite side of the 
account charged separately ? — Yes. 

515. Then in the Ballymacarrett account you got a 
s um of £7 Ss. 6c?. from certain persons, their con- 
tribution towards making crossings, &c. ? — Yes. 

516. The whole cost in the Ballymacarrett account 
for the repairs of streets, watering -them, &c. ; and 
constructing the middle-path, street sewer, &c., 

G 
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Belfast. amounts, after Aiilucting tlie £7 Ss. (jJ. so repaid, to 
Dec. 18, 187H. £3,084 Ids. 7 d. ? — Yes, that is quite correct. 

Mr. Hugh 517. Of course you take stock of the stores in your 

M'Calmont store-yard account from time to time? — Yes: even* 
Woods. vear. " 

5 IS. And the estimated value of the stores in hand 
is submitted to the committee, I presume, or do the 
committee not take cognizance of it? — The stock is 
taken at the end of the year by the surveyor, and he 
supplies an estimate of the value of the stock in hands. 

519. Just, I suppose, as they do at the gasworks 
when they take stock of the coals and other materials 
in hands ? — Yes. 

520. Mr. Exham. — B ut that does not appear on the 
account. Have you any account that will show that ? 
— If you look at the account for 1S74. you will find 
that the cost of the material purchased in that year 
was £15,142 10s. 2d., and the amount transferred 
£12, OSS, which would leave a balance of aliout £2,903. 

521. Chairman. — Your scavenging for the year, 
including what you gave the Belfast Water 'Commis- 
sioners for watering the streets, amounted to £10,504 
17a. 3d. ?— Yes. 

522. Against which you sold manure amounting to 
£2,679 18a. 3d., leaving a balance of £7,824 19s. 
against the Corporation on their expenditure for keep- 
ing the streets in order? — Yes ; that work was all 
done in tlio Antrim portion of the borough ; that is 
on this side of the Lagan. 

523. I do not see any expenditure under that head 
in the county Down portion of the borough, unless 
that is contained in the Ballymacarrett account? — 
Yes ; you will find it in the Ballymacarrett account. 

524. Yes, in the Ballymacarrett account there is, I 
see, a sum of £891 6s. lOd. for scavenging out of tin 
total sum I previously mentioned? — Yes. 

525. So that in point of fact £8,716 was the total 
expenditure on scavenging for the two portions of tlio 
borough \ — Yes. 

526. After setting off the sum of £2,679 18s. 3d. 
which you realized by the sale of manure?— Yes ; hut 
against those receipts you have the expenses of the 
street inspectors, ifce., which are charged to the county 
Antrim side of the account. 

527. The net result is, that after deducting the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of manure the scavenging cost 
£8,716 5s. 10d. I — Yes ; that is correct. 

528. The repairs of streets do not appear to be charged 
to any special portion of the borough. On the general 
repairs of streets you expended £12,126 6s. Sd., and 
you got back from the gas department, the Belfast 
Water Commissioners, the Sanitary Committee, and 
other persons for repairs over the street mains 
£711 17s. 7 d., leaving a net charge on the general 
purposes fund £11,414 9s. Id.? — That is quite correct. 
That is for the Antrim portion of the borough.- 

529. That is for the general repairs of the streets 
only on this side of the Lagan ? — Yes. 

530. In what sense are the permanent flagging and 
paving and making of crossings, <!ic., on sundry streets 
described as “ special works ”? — Those are works per- 
manent in the sense that we expect them to last for 
some time. 

531. Are these all for the Antrim portion of the 
borough ? — Yes. 

532. You appear to have thus expended a sum of 
£1,282 18s. 5 d. for paving and crossings. Yougotback 
from private individuals for flagging footways opposite 
their houses £442 4s. lid., leaving the expenditure 
tinder that head at £840 1 3s. 6 d, 1 — That is quite right. 

533. Why is Town-hall-street a separate item under 
the head of estimated works. Why should not that 
be calculated with the other streets 1 — It was estimated 
work to he done, in which the owners were to pay the 
actual cost when ascertained. 

534. The owners did not do it though ? — The Cor- 
poration are owners of a considerable portion. 

535. Is it the streec in which the Town-hall is 
situated ? — Yes. 

536. You spent on that work £1,029 5s. Id., and 
got back from private owners £478 18s. 6 d.1 — Yesw 



537. Leaving the net expenditure under that head 
£550 7s. Id. ?— Yes. 

538. Then you borrowed under the Provisional 
Order Act of 1 873 £9,800 for permanent paving beyond 
what we have just noticed, and you spent £9,823* 14*-. 
Sd. on four streets ? — Yes. 

539. Which is £23 14s. Sd. more than you borrowed? 
— Yes. 

540. Of that there was no less than £7,324 odd 
which went back for material supplied to the credit of 

the store-yard account which we have just passed? 

Yes, that is so. 

541. Here is a long cross entry for what are de- 
scribed as “ ordered works ” under the two borough 
Acts ! — The County and Borough Acts, 1S65 and 1868. 

542. Are these works which would have been paid 
for out of the Grand Jury cess ? — No, they are not. 
They are new streets that are ordered by the Corpora- 
tion, where the owners of the property have a month, 
which is allowed to elapse for the purpose of com- 
mencing the works themselves. If they take no steps 
to proceed with the carrying out of the works the Coi - 
l-oration take them in hand themselves, and after- 
wards recover from the ownera of the property the 
amount of their portion of the cost of such works. If 
the estimated cost exceeds the actual cost, the difference 
is refunded to the owners of property ; but if, on the 
other hand, the works cost more than was estimated, 
they pay the balance to me. 

543. That is done as regards the Antrim portion of 
the borough under the 89th section of the Act of 1865, 
and there is a corresponding proviso hi the 23rd section 
of the Act of 1868 as regards the county Down portion, 
I presume? — Yes. 

544. These “ ordered works ” occupy two pages of 
your accounts, but the net result, as far as I can make 
out, is that you received, in the first instance, £1,761 
19s. 9d. from the owners, and refunded £217 8s. 2d. 
upon over estimates, leaving a net receipt of £1,544 
11s. Id. from the owners? — Yes. 

545. While you expended only £977 15s. 8d1 — 
Yes. 

546. So that you have to expend something like 
£600 more to do the work you have undertaken to do, 
unless you did it the preceding year ? — They pay upon 
the estimate, and the works are not vet completed. 
The works are still going on. 

547. You have money in hand from the owners at 
present, or rather you had at the end of 1875, to the 
extent of £566 15s. 1U. ? — Yes. 

548. Now we come to the drainage works in special 
districts. I see you struck a district sewerage rate on 
the Crumlin and Oldparks road district, and the rate 
you collected amounted to £201 18s. 7 d. ; was not this 
the 3d. rate for the distinct l — Yes. 

549. Did you get all of it in? — Yes. 

550. And you paid interest on mortgage in respect 
of that district to the amount of £35 15a., and you re- 
paid on the mortgage account an instalment of £130 ? 
— Yes. 

551. M a k i n g up, with commission to the rate col- 
lector, your net expenditure (out of that rate of £201 
18s. Id.) to £168 15s. 5d. on the roads of the Crumlin 
and Oldparks distinct? — Yes. 

552. Were no works then done there last year? — 
No. 

553. The next item is the Antrim roads district, 
where you struck a rate of 7 d. in the pound — what 
did that rate amount to ? — £641 16s. 3d. 

554. Of which you got £603 9s. 10c?. ? — Yes. 

_ 555. And you received from sundry persons in that 
district, as their one-third of the cost of the sewers, 
£102 12s. 4 d. i— Yes. 

556. And you expended in paying off instalment of 
loans and interest on mortgages, and in the final pay- 
ment of £50 to Thomas Monk on this contract, 
£609 2s.?— Yes. • 

557. Did that complete all your payments in regard 
of the works of the Antrim road district ? — Yes. 

558. And left you a balance in hand of £97 ? — Yes. 

559. Now we come to the larger works — those of 
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the Newtownards road district. We karve already 
had the statement that you borrowed £5,000 on the 
general purposes rate for that district, and you bor- 
rowed another £5,000, which was a special charge on 
the Newtownards road district sewerage rate — that 
made a loan of £10,000 altogether, applicable to that 
drainage district? — Yes. 

560. And you got, I see, £2,704 9s. 6 J. from pri- 
vate individuals, as their one-tliird of the estimated 
cost of the sewers?— -Yes. 

561. And made a 10,7. rate, which realized how 
mucli? — £946 6s. 

562. Of which you collected £S24 6s. 9 d. ? — Yes. 

563. And that brought up your receipts to £8,529 
13s. 4-7., exclusive of the £5,000 borrowed on the 
general purposes rate ! — Yes. 

564. So that, as a matter of fact, you had a sum of 
£13,529 13s. 4-7., which you received, and which was 
applicable to the Newtownards road district drainage ? 
—Yes. 

565. And you expended £13,S2S 17s. 7 d., so that 
although on the Antrim road district you had a balance 
in hand, the Newtownards road district owes you, as 
nearly as possible, £3001— Yes; I may mention that 
the total amount of the loans on the Newtownards 
road district is £1,119, received this year, which com- 
pletes the loan. Previously we had only got £10,000. 

566. Have you got any more to receive from pri- 
vate individuals, as their one-third of the estimated 
cost of the works \ — W e have. 

567. Then the Newtownards road district will not 
be in difficulties, and probably has not a deficit by this 
t ime ? — It has not, or trill not have, by the time the 
money due is collected. 

568. The result of all these complicated transactions 
■m the general purposes rate is, that you left ofl at the 
end of the year with a balance still against you, but 
about £4,000 less than it was at the beginning of the 
Year’s account. According to the treasurer, the balance 
against you at tlie end of 1875 was £4,329 8s. 6,7., 
per contra, you had £89 0s. 5, 7. cash in the hands of 
the cashier, and £936 7s. lid. in the hands of the 
treasurer to the credit of the malicious injuries ac- 
count ? — That is quite correct. 

569. All these particular items have, I presume, 
been gone through by the auditor, and he has satisfied 
himself of their correctness? — Yes. 

570. I see I omitted to notice page 33 of this 
account, where I find, besides the salary of the borough 
surveyor, £575, and his assistants, £458 2s. 6(7. There 
are the salaries charged of two persons named Millar 
and Mnnce — who are they ? — Millar is the surveyor 
of roads, and Munce is the book-keeper in the sur- 
veyor’s office. 

571. Are they both in the surveyor’s department ? 
— Yes. 

572. Then the annual charge directly under the 
head of salaries for the surveyor’s department is 
£1,282 5s. 10d.? — Yes. 

573. Of which Mr. Montgomery receives the largest 
salary of any person, £575 ? — Yes ; hut his salary is 
now raised to £650 a year. 

574. Then I see there is on the same page a sum of 
£245 6s. 1(7. charged for advertising, printing, and 
stationery ? — Yes, that is quite correct. 

575. And then you paid in instalments on mort- 
gages £46S 7s. 2d., and you also paid interest on 
mortgages to the amount of £297 3s. i — Yes. 

576. We have now noticed everything that appears 
on the “ general purposes” fund account ? — Yes. 

577. 1 see in the borough fund account you com- 
menced the year 1875 with a good balance in hand — 
£6,041 15s. 10d.?— Yes. 

578. You struck a three penny rate on the borough 
fund, and I find that it realized £5,897 16s. 6d., 
whereas it was only estimated to produce £5,895 9s. 5d. 
You will perceive that there is a difference of something 
over £2 ?— Yes. That is accounted for in this way, 
by the Government valuator giving us an amended 
valuation. We adopted that amended valuation, and 
that raised the amount of the rate a little. 



579. Then after the rate was struck was there an 

amendment in the valuation ? — Yes. Dec. 12 , 1876. 

580. In consequence of your having a general pur- ^ 
poses rate of 2s. your borough rate is limited to three jpCalmnnt 
pence, but you can, as I understand, if necessary, lay Woods. 

a separate burial rate. You did so hist year, and you 
laid a penny or three halfpenny burial rate the year 
before 1 — Yes ; for the present year it is a penny, but 
next year we will be enabled to do without any rate 
for burial purposes. 

581. You laid your maximum rate for the borough 
fund, and that rate amounted on the amended valua- 
tion to £5,897 16s. 6(7., I understand ? — Yes. 

582. And you had a sum of £1,381 3s. 4 d . — an 
outstanding balance from the rate of the preceding- 
year ? — Yes. 

583. So that you had £7,278 19s. 10<7. to collect 
last year — of which you collected £5,915 Os. 8(7. 1 — 

Yes, quite right. 

584. Then I see that £99 14s. 7(7. was struck off. 

I presume by the finance or audit committee as irre- 
coverable rate ? — Yes. 

585. And that left you £1,264 4s. Id. still to be 
collected ? — Yes. 

586. The reason the irrecoverable rates represent so 
much smaller an amount on the borough rates than 
the others, is, I suppose, because you do not allow the 
twenty -five per cent, to landlords? — Yes ; nor do we 
allow for vacancies in the collection of this rate. 

5S7. What constitutes your irrecoverable rate in 
that case ? — New premises rated at the first year, if 
not occupied, the town solicitor has advised the Corpo- 
ration that the rates should he written off those pre- 
mises as irrecoverable. 

58S. But houses that have been previously occupied 
are not allowed for in consequence of vacancies 1 — Yes, 
that is correct. 

5S9. But in the case of a new house that lias never 
been occupied, the rate is not cliai-ged on that, if I 
understand you, until it is occupied ? — Yes ; and then 
it is charged from the date of occupation. 

590. That coiu-se is, I may take it, adopted under 
the provisions of the Act of Parliament? — Yes. I 
may here observe that the year, in the case of the 
herrougk fund account, ends on the 31st of August, 

1875, so that the account before you does not take in 
the whole year’s collection of the borough rate which 
ends on the 31st of December. 

591. Then this rate was balanced five months before 
the end of the year. Why was that — why so much 
earlier than the others ? — 1 do not know upon what 
principle the plan is resorted to ; but the year ends on 
the 31st of August, by the terms of the Municipal 
Corporation Act. 

592. Mr. Exham. — I wish to know as a matter of 
fact whether or not the £900 which remained un- 
collected of the outstanding rate for 1874, has been 
since collected ? — I can explain that. At the close of 
the rate books, we got £456 6s. 8c7. of the -uncollected 
rate, and at the end of 1875, we brought forward into 
the next year’s account, £365 8s. 7 d., arrears still 
outstanding at the end of last year ; and at the end of 
last year there was written off as irrecoverable a sum 
of £197 8s. 2d. 

593. Chairman. — The borough rate does not 
appear to he written up so well as the others ? — The 
year ends as I have said before, on the 31st of August, 
and the year’s collection, on the 31st of December. 

I can only explain any want of clearness in the account 
by that fact. 

594. You don’t go to the landlord for the rate on 
unoccupied houses, you wait until such houses are 
tenanted? — The collectors call upon them, but they 
won’t pay until the houses are occupied. 

595* The rate is payable on the property, but you 
don’t get it from the landlord, but wait until the 
tenant comes in, and then the tenant pays and 
deducts it from the landlord ? — Yes, precisely. 

596. You got for dog licenses, in 1874, 

£233 17s. 7 d. y and for corporate seals— what does 
that mean ? — There is a fee of £1 4s., paid when the 
G 2 
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Belfast. city seal is affixed to any document. Portion of the incurred on the Onneau-park, and .£235 6s. Set. on the 

Dee. 12 , 1876. amount so realized goes to the mayor, and a portion Falls-park 1 — Yes. 

Mr HiTh to tovn clerk, but the latter pays the sum into 621. Then there is the salary of Mr. Dickson, the 

M'Calmont the credit of the corporation as he is only paid by superintendent, of £100. He is the superintendent of 
Woods. salary. both parks, is he not? — Yes. 

•597. Mr. Exham. — Have you any appraisers to 622. Did you put up a new house for the ranger ? — 
look after the pawnbrokers ? — There are some ap- No; we put an old house into a proper state of repair, 
praisers appointed by the Town Council. 623. What is the salary of the ranger of the Falls 

598. The powers of the grand jury are transfened park ? — 12s. per week. Mr. Dickson is the super- 

to you ? — We have none of those powers. inteudent of both parks, and there are two rangers 

599. Chairman. — I see in the miscellaneous account under him. 

another item, £12 10s. fine paid by Alderman 624. They are both laid out as pleasure and recre- 
Campbell, on the resignation of his office. Is that ation parks, are they not ? — Yes. 
prescribed by the Act of Parliament? — No; the 625. And planted with young trees, shrubs, and 

Act of Parliament prescribes a certain fine, but it is by flowers ? — They are. They are ornamental parks, 

the by-laws of the council that the amount is fixed. 626. There is a large miscellaneous charge of £511 

If the councillor has previously served within a pre- 2s. 5d., out of which I see, thei - e is no less than £180 

scribed time it is reduced to half. £25 is the amount for the mayor’s chain of office ? — Yes ; but the chain 

fixed by the by-laws, and Alderman Campbell paid cost nearly double that. 

half — £12 10s. 627. You don’t get a new one every year ? — No ; I 

600. Then the whole of your receipt under the head may observe that each of the ex-mayors gave a link 
of miscellaneous — including the amount realized for dog value £5, and in that way there were twenty-five new 
licenses in 1874, £233 17s. Id., the sum paid by links added to the chain. 

Mi-. Guthrie, town clerk, for corporate seals, pawn- G28. There is a charge of £73 5s. llrf. for the clenns- 
brokers’ certificates, burgess lists, &rc., £17 19s. ; and ing of the Blackstaff, which it was said was such a big 
the fine of £12 10s. paid by Alderman Campbell, on job that you could not attempt to do it with your 
his resignation of office— -reach a total of £264 6s. 7 d. 1 present powers, so that there was no use in borrowin«- 
— Yes. £1,500 for the purpose ? — It would cost £3,000 to 

601. You received as interest from the treasurer on do it That charge is only for dredging the mud out 

your bank balance, £140 12s. 1 — Yes. of the river. 

602. Then there are the rents from the Ormeau 629. Mr. Exham. — Is that all that was expended 

and Falls parks. I see you got £177 10s. for rent on that work? — Yes; all that was expended in that 

from the Onneau-park for grazing and grass cutting, year. In the yeai- before, the sum spent was larger, 

and £56 16s. '2d. for the sale of timber and garden In the year 1874, it was £127. 

produce? — Yes. 630. Chairman. — Is the Northern Whiff the only 

603. And from the Falls-park you got for grazing, paper you subscribe to? — No ; we subscribe to the 
£25, making a total on both parks, of £259 6s. '2d. of News-Letter too. 

receipts ? — Yes. 631. I presume all your newspaper expenses are 

604. That makes your total receipts on this fund — for advertising. The' Whiff seems to be the only 

including the balance with which you commenced the one newspaper subscribed for ? — We subscribe to the 

year, of £12,621 Is. 3d. ?— Yes. News-Letter as well as the Northern Whiff. 

605. Now, when I turn to the expenditure side of 632. Then there was the large sum of £243 Is. 5 d. 

this account I find that your two largest payments for printing and advertising in the different newspapers 
are for the public parks and the salaries. Most of circulating in the borough ?— Yes ; that is quite correct, 
the salaries of the officers are charged on this rate? 633. What is the "sum of £8 16s. paid to the 
— Yes, most of them are. Inspector-General of Constabulary for? — It is the rent 

606. The salai-ies and allowances amounted to of an office for keeping the weights and measures in r 
£2,749 19s. Gd. What are the allowances? — The and for the expenditure in connexion with that, 
clothing of the sergeant-at-mace and the hall porters. 634. In connexion with the Ormeau Park you do- 

607. The collector’s commission on the borough rate not appeal- to have deducted the poor rate when pay- 

amounted to £103 9s. Gd. ? — Yes. ing the rent to the Marquess of Donegall. It is speei- 

608. Making a total of £2,853 9s. for the officers ? fically put down ? — Under the agreement we cannot 

— Yes. do so. Half of the poor rate we pay is upon that park. 

609. The apprentices who begin with salaries of £20 635. We have noticed all the payments now except 

per annum rise to £50 — do they ? — They rise to £60. those contained in the sanitary portion of this account. 

610. I see one has risen to £50 in the course of the There is a separate schedule for that. The expenses, I 

year ? — Yes. observe, are not heavy under this head considering the 

611. Your salary was £300 last year, and lias now size of the borough?-— No ; the Act did not come into- 

been increased to £350 a year ? — Yes. operation until after the commencement of the current 

612. The salary of Mr. Montgomery, the town sur- year. 

veyor, is not charged to this account 1 — No ; it is 636. Then the amount expended was only for eight 
charged to the general purposes account. months ? — Yes. 

613. Then there is a sum of £16S 15s. 5 d. in con- 637. These two officers, Dr. Browne and Mr Scott,, 

nexion with burgess lists and the election of Town were appointed for the first time? — They were. 
Councillors, of which a sum of £52 3s. 8 d. was for 638. And Dr. Browne has £300 a year as consulting 
polling booths ? — Yes. sanitary officer ? — Yes. 

614. Were those genuine booths — not such as we 639. Mr. Scott is the executive Sanitary officer, at 

heard of at Wicklow ? — Yea a salary of £200 a year 1— Yes. 

615. Then comes the principal amount, that of the 640. Sanitary inspector Mr. Norwood, retired on 

expenditure under the head of public parks, which the appointment of Mr. Scott, and you gavo him com- 
eome to £3,309 10s. 5 d. The items are all described pensation to the amount of £137 10s. What was the 
in the schedule ? — They are. authority for that ? — It was approved of by tho Local 

616. And so are the contingent expenses? — Yes. Government Board. 

617. The great item in the park payments is a sum 641. What salaries do you pay to the sub-sanitary 
of £1,738 4s. 2d. to Lord Donegall for rent? — Yes. officers — There are five at 26s. per week each. There 

618. And £641 Is. lOd. for rangers’ and labourers' is one at £1 also. I may add, that these men get 

wages ? — Yes. clothes in addition to their wages. 

619. And £239 14s. Id. for materials supplied from 642. You paid £2 7s. Gd. compensation for the 
the store-yard, and which are accounted for in the destruction of infected clothing? — Yes. 

account of the general purposes fund ? — -Yes. 643. Here I find a sum of £5 5s. law costs in the case 

620. £2,974 3s. 9 d. seems to be the total expense of “The Corporation against Fisher.” Is that some 
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action in connexion with the carrying out of the 
sanitary measures ? — W e got a conviction against the 
owner of a house that had no water-closet or rear accom- 
modation of any description. The conviction was 
appealed against, and on the appeal being heard, the 
conviction was set aside with £5 5s. costs. The result 
of that case has crippled our proceedings in sanitary 
matter’s very much. 

644. The other expenses imdevthe head of “sanitary,” 
amount to £38 6s. 8 d. I — Yes. 

645. So that on this borough fimd account you 
began with a balance of £0,041 1 5s. 10c?., and wound 
up the year with a balance in hand of £4,75S 10s. 3 d.1 
— Yes ; that is quite correct. 

046. You commenced the year I find on the burial 
fund accoimt, with a balance in hand of £1,873 Is. Id., 
including £43 16s. cash in hands of the cashier? — Yes. 

647. You laid on the 1st of January a lid. rate. 
"What was the amount that realized ? — £2,948 18s. 2d. 
on the amended assessment. 

648. And you had outstanding of the rate on the 
preceding year £575 Os. 10d., making a total to collect 
of £3,523 19s., and of that you collected £2,071 
11s. 5d.l — Y’es. 

049. £24 18s. 7 d. was pronounced irrecoverable, 
and that left you with a balance lying over uncollected 
of £627 9s. 1— Yes 

650. The burial rate is on the same principle as the 
borough rate ? — Yes. 

651. There is no allowance to landlords, and no 
allowance for vacancies, except in the case of new 
houses? — Yes; quite so. 

652. Yon received £25 from Mr. Burrows for half a 
year’s rent of beetling mill — a mill I presume standing 
on the laud that was bought for cemetery purposes, 
on the surplus portion which is now set apart as a 
park. The mill is still standing, but it comes into the 
park account? — Yes ; we get £50 a year for the mill. 

653. You got £11 14s. 6d. from the treasurer for 
interest on the balance you received of £106 5s. from 
private individuals, for the formation of vaults, and 
£1,197 3s. 4d. for the purchase of proprietary ground 
from sundry persons ? — Yes. 

654. And £411 as fees for the opening of graves? 
— Yes. 

655. And £169 0s. lOd. miscellaneous receipts, of 
which £90 was for hay, and £42 10s. for grazing on 
the surplus land, <fcc. Now, is the surplus land which 
you let for grazing purposes a portion of the Falls 
Park ? — This was in connexion with the cemetery at 
the time this money was received. We are receivhig 
nothing now from the surplus land of the Falls Park. 

056. I think I understand now how it is. Is not 
this account a year behind the other? — The bvu-ial 
fund account is for the same period as the borough 
fund account, i.e. to 31st August, 1875 ; the transfer 
from the burial ground to the park only occurred last 
year. In other words these receipts from the burial 
fund will never come under that head again. They 
will all go to the parks account. 

657. Out of that £169 6g. 10c?. was there not a sum 
of £28 10s. received as the amount of cost of the for- 
mation of the ground set apart as the J ewish burial 
ground ? — Yes. 

658. The total receipts of the burial fund amounted 
to £6,671 8s. 9c?., including the balance in hand ? — 
Yes. 

659. And if we turn to the expenditure side, I 
perceive that your expenditure commenced with £44 
Is. 10c?. paid as commission to the collectors on the 
rate ? — Yes. 

660. And then there is a sum of £83 16s. 10c?. as 
rent and rectorial rentcharge, together £80 in round 
figures for rent alone, and apparently the Marquess of 
Donegal, Mr. M'Cance, and Mr. Macartney are the 
three owners of the cemetery. Have you got a lease 
for ever of the ground ? — We have a grant for ever — 
the fee-simple. 

661. On the same terms as Ormeau Park ? — No ; 
quite different. Ormeau Park is held in feu-farm . 
subject to an annual rent. The cemetery property is 
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held in fee-simple, not subject to any rent whatever. Belfast. 
The rent was taken oft' the cemetery and put upon the Dec. 12 , i87t 
other portion of the ground. j Ir g ■ 

602. It is a charge this year on the cemetery, hut jpCalmoat 
for the future it will be, you mean, charged on that Woods, 
part of the ground that is portion of the park ? — Yes. 

663. So that the cemetery will be actually free of 
rent? — Yes ; that is done under the Act of 1806. 

664. Y'ou paid £760 4s. '2d. interest on mortgages 
for the year ? — Yes. 

665. You transferred to the sinking fund in the 
year a sum of £2,446? — Yes ; but we paid oft’ £2,700 
altogether. We had to our credit Government stock 
which realized £253 5s. 3 d., and we devoted that also 
to the sinking fund. 

666. But you paid out of income £2,446 14s. 9c?. ? 

— Yes, tliat is so. 

667. Advertising, books for registering burials, 
printing, stationery, and so forth, came to £112 
16s. 9<?. ? — Yes. 

668. The formation of vaults cost £190 14s. It?, for 
which we saw just now that you had received £106 5s.. 
so that you have not got hack the whole amount from 
the private owners yet ? — We have a stock of bricks, 
flags, and soforth, and we do not charge private parties 
for making drains in connexion with the vaults to tin- 
main drains. We have a large stock up at the ceme- 
tery. 

669. Then a good portion of that £190 14s. li?. was 
expended on drainage? — Y’es. 

670. The shrubberies and road work connected with 
the cemetery cost £219 10s. lc?., and the drainage £21 
16s. G<7.? — Yes. 

67 1 . The amount of wages paid for grave-digging 
was £401 10s. 8c?. ? — Yes. 

672. The salaries amounted to £180 Ss. 4c?.? — 

Yes. 

673. Ai-e those the salaries that you pay the re- 
gistrar and superintendent of the cemetery? — Yes : 
and there is a porter, but be is paid weekly wages. 

674. Then there wei-e miscellaneous payments, water- 
piping, and plumbers’ work at the lodge, Ac., all that 
came to £142 15s. 8c?., but there appeal’s nothing 
under that head which requires special notice ? — No ; 
that is so. 

675. Then there was £15 17s. 6c?. paid for county 
cess and poor rate? — Yes. 

676. What is the building for the temporary re- 
ception of the dead which cost £832 ? — That is the 
mortuary. 

677. Was that a sum paid on account of the con- 
tract for the building of the mortuary ? — Yes. 

678. And then there is your balance, which, at the 
beginning of the year, was £1,S29 os. lc?. in hand, 
which is reduced to £1,211 19s. 9c?. Have you still 
that balance ? — Yes. 

679. What is the total amount of the contract for 
the mortuary do you remember? — £1,040. 

680. After realizing £253 5s. 3c?. by selling out 
Government stock, and having paid the instalment of 
the loan of £25,000, have you still any surplus income 
standing in stock on the burial fund account? — Not 
on that accoimt. That £253 5s. 3c?. was the only 
sum we had. 

681. Your original loan on the cemetery account 
was £25,000, and I see you paid last year £2,700 of 
sinking fund. You will not require now so large a 
sinking fund as that ? — £1,250 is all we require. 

Some of the mortgages had not matured, and then we 
invested the money, and paid off as much as cleared off 
our arrear of sinking fund. We have £4,000 invested 
on the police fund applicable to secondary mortgages, 
and as soon as a mortgage falls due we would sell out 
and apply the proceeds of such sale to the payment of 
the mortgage. 

682. As all the accounts pass through your hands, 
could you not save us a good deal of unnecessary 
time, and prevent the necessity of calling the 
different collectors, by giving us shortly the system 
of checks you exercise over their collections, and the 
collections from the markets and other moneys that 
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Mr. Hugh 
M •Calmer, t 



pass through yoiu- bauds ? — The moneys do not pass 
through my hands. 

GS3. I should have said the accounts ; the moneys 
go direct to the bank 1 know, but the accounts all pass 
through your hands ; and we heard from the town 
solicitor yesterday, that there is a check exercised by 
you upon all these accounts before they go to the 
finance committee. (Witness hands in form of notice 
supplied to each collector.) 

684. Is that the usual form of notice l — Yes ; they 
give the schedule of each rate, and the amount in the 
pound. 

685. And this is the receipt book 2 — Yes. 

686. It includes every rate, and is a very full form 
I see 1 ? — Yes ; all the particulars are given. 

687. And the counterfoil gives the fullest informa- 
tion? — It does. The counterfoils are handed to me daily. 

688. And are they initialed by you after examina- 
tion ? — Yes ; by me or by one of my assistants. Each 
rate is marked — the police rate, the general purposes 
rate, and so on. 

689. There is. I see, a column for each ? — Yes ; and 
then we have the total. 

690. Is this entered by you or by the collectors ? — 
By the collectors. The total rates collected in that 
ward (St. George’s ward), is £7,785, and there is a 
deduction you see, allowed upon that, for discount and 
irrecoverable rates of £386 Ss. Id. A declaration is 
made before the magistrates where vacancies in the 
houses exist, where the rates are not recoverable. 

691. Does the collector make that declaration 1 — He 
does ; the list is always examined by me, and after- 
wards by the solicitor. If there are any in that 



amount which we find ought to he recovered we strike 
them out, and bring them forward. 

692. Even after the declaration before the magis- 
trate ? — Yes. 

693. Are the collectors’ rate books examined and 
compared with these counterfoils to test the correctness 
of the entries of payment ? — Yes ; by my assistants or 
by myself, as the case may be, and they are checked 
off here, and initialed by me if there is nothing wrong. 
If the rates are not fully paid, my assistants draw my 
attention to it, and I inquire and have them made right. 

694. And do you test the correctness of the pay- 
ments to the bank by the bank-book every day?— 
Yes ; every day. 

695. Before every meeting of the committee? — 
Yes ; it is done every day. 

696. Do all the market accounts pass through your 
hands? — Not all; all the surplus accounts pass through 
my hands — all connected with the weighing. 

697. Are the prices of all materials purchased 
checked when the invoice is brought in, by what you 
know to be the price current which should be paid 
for such materials ? — Yes. 

698. And is every invoice then posted in this book ? 
— Yes. The invoice is checked by me, and the cheque 
is drawn for the amount. 

699. Do you pay the wages? — No; the cashier pays 
the wages, and gets a cheque for them from each com- 
mittee by whom the payments should he made. 

700. So that these cash balances are always cash 
balances in the hands of the cashier ? — They are. 

7 01. He is the only person who holds a cash balance ? 
— Yes. 



Mr, Samvel Black re-examined. 



702. Mr. Black, the town solicitor, here handed in 
list of contributions paid by the borough to the county 
Antrim Grand Jury from 1865 to 1875, inclusive (Ap- 
pendix No. 6, page 209), and was re-examined thereon. 

703. Chairman. — The principal items, I assume, in 
respect of which these contributions are made are the 
County Lunatic Asylum, the County Infirmary, and 
the Gaol? — Yes : there are some others. 

704. "Which are set out in sec. 6 of the Act of 1865, 

butthese would be the three principal items? — Yes, and 
we have here the account showing the per-centage that 
we paid on each item 

705. The last award determining the rate of contri- 
butions in pursuance of the provisions of the Act of 
1865 was, I believe, made in 1872 ? — Yes. 

706. In that year, 1872, the payment seems to have 
been £0,630, and last year it was £16,817 16s. I see 
that from 1872 it has increased, on an average, from 
£2,500 to £2,300 each year ? — Yes. 

707. What was the cause of that great increase ? — 
The maintenance of prisoners, and also the payments 
to the industrial schools and reformatories. 

70S. Did the lunatics increase very much? — No; 
not much. We are now getting a contribution from 
Government. The one thing we feel sore upon is the 
price -we pay for the maintenance of the prisoners in 
the gaol. We pay 92 per cent, of the entire cost, and 
we have no voice whatever in the expenditure of that 
money. We have neither representation on the Grand 
Jury nor the Board of Superintendence of the gaol. 
Not a single member of the Corporation is on the Board 
of Superintendence of the gaol, and we pay 92 per cent, 
of the entire expenditure. 



709. Mi - . Exham. — Does the whole county Antrim 
only pay 8 per cent. ? — Yes. 

710. Do you not also pay 50 per cent, of the money 
expended on the lunatic asylum as well as 92 per cent, 
ou the mainteuauce of the prisoners ? — Yes. If the- 
Prisons Bill passed, it would relieve us from the last. 
The charge is based on the number of committals, with- 
out respect to the length of time that the committal is 
for, so that a committal for twenty-four hours will 
amount to the same as a committal from the country 
for two or three months. Those from the country are 
much longer than those from the borough. The hard- 
ship was admitted by both the arbitrators, but they 
felt they had no alternative but to make the award in 
the way they did. There is no way to alter it except 
by Act of Parliament. 

711. What are your contributions to the county 
Down ? — It only averages about £700 a year. 

712. The contribution to the county Antrim Grand 
J ury is revised every five years. Is that to the county 
Down revised in the same way ? — No ; we send no 
prisoners to the county Down gaol at all. It princi- 
pally depends on the valuation of the property in the 
county Down pari of the town. 

713. But you do contribute to the county Down — 
to the lunatic asylum and to tlie gaol, I presume ? — 
We do. To the maintenance of the county lunatic 
asylum, to the maintenance and enlargement of the 
county gaol, and the salaries of its officers, and for the 
militia accommodation. We have only a small portion, 
of the town in the county Down,- and the' contribution 
is very small. 



Mr. Edward S. 
W. De Cobain. 



Mr. Edward S. W. De Cobain examined. 



714. Chairman. — How long have you been in the 
employment of the Corporation? — Between twelve and 
thirteen years. 

715. As cashier the whole time? — No; between 
eleven and twelve years as cashier. 

716. What are your duties? — To receive all the 
moneys exclusive of the rates and the gas revenues, 
and the market tolls, and to make disbursements under 
the various funds. 



717. You do not, I believe, pay the wages in the 
markets? — No. 

718. And you do not pay anyone connected with 
the gasworks ? — No. 

719. Do you pay all other wages? — Yes. 

720. And, make all petty disbursements? — Yes. 

721. Are not all above a certain sum made direct 
by cheque to the individual concerned? — Sums over 
£5 are paid direct by cheque. 
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7 22. To tlie party to whom it is due ? — Yes; they are. 

723. Among the principal moneys that you receive 
are the police tines, which amount to a large sum, over 
£3,000 a year, and such small rents as there are 
belonging to the Corporation ? — Yes. 

724. Also licenses, and contributions towards fire 
expenses? — Yes. 

725. And I suppose also, all these payments that are 
made by private owners for the improvement of streets! 
— Yes ; the original cost of the construction of streets. 

726. In 1875 there was over £4,000 under the 
police fund only ; and on the general purposes fund you 
receive nearly £3,000 more from all these manure 
sales, besides various large sums in respect of permits 
and street improvements ! — Yes. 

727. Upon this fund alone your- receipts seem to 
have exceeded £13,000? — Yes. 

728. You receive also payments for grazing on the 
parks ; sales of hay, and so on ; and in fact every- 
thing connected with the surplus lands of the parks, 
which amounted to £523 12s. 9d. ; turd the whole of 
the cemetery receipts also pass through your hands ? — • 
Yes ; they are lodged with me by the registrar of the 
cemetery. 

729. They are received by him in the first instance, 
and afterwards lodged by you direct to the bank 1 — 
Yes ; lodged by me. 

7 30. These amounted to £1,908 10s. last year? — Yes. 

731. Something very little, if at all, short of 
£20,000 passed through your hands? — Yes; in the 
form of revenue. 

732. What is your course of procedure when you 
receive these sums; are you required to lodge the 
money at stated times, or when the amount in your 
hands is more than a certain sum? — I generally lodge 
wheuthesum of moueyissuiiieiently large to warrant me. 

733. What do you call sufficiently large? — I keep 
£30 or £40 to meet current expenses. 

734. I observe there is generally a- small balance in 
your hands ? — Yes, there is. 

735. What do the weekly wages amount to? — I 
should say to £12,000 a year, or perhaps, to a very 
little more than that. 

736. Is not your account of receipts and disburse- 
ments presented every week either to the audit or to the 

■ finance committee ? — To the various committees. 

737. With which the expenditure arises? — Yes. 

7 38. And after that it goes to the audit committee? 
— Yes, and they check the vouchers. 1 present the 
accounts of all my receipts and payments in the week 
to the various committees. These accounts are sent 
from that committee to the audit committee, by whom 
they are checked ; and they supply me with the means of 
meeting this expenditure. 

739. Do the audit committee know exactly what 
cheques are drawn on the bank by the various com- 



mittees '? — Yes ; there is a statement of necessary Belfast. 
expenditure presented to each committee. They go -Dec. 12 , rare, 
over those accounts and authorize the payment of j Ir £ liwnrd g 
them, and pass cheques in my favour enabling me to w. Cobaih. 
make the payments. These accounts passed by the 
various committees are entered in the various cheques, 
and they are submitted to tire audit committee nl 
each meeting weekly, and they check them. 

740. Are all the sums you lodge lodged to the credit 
of the various committees '? — Yes. With regard to the 
check upon the lodgments irrespective of the collector's, 
they lodge in a separate book, and I enter upon the 
debit side of my account the entries to the respective 
dates. I send over my books to the bairk, and tiro 
lodgments are transferred from their books to nr y books, 
so that if there is any difference between the two it 
would appear- at once. That enables them to be per- 
fectly checked. 

741. And is it a daily check ? — Yes. 

742. Mr. Ex n a it. — With regard to tire whole out- 
comings of the markets, you get a return I suppose '! 

— Yes ; there is a docket lodged with me by the 
collector of the amount that he lodges in the bank, 
and the entry is made in the bank pass-book, so that 
it is checked. 

743. You pay wages to the scavengers? — Yes. 

744. Who gives you a return of these ! — There is a 
wages book returned to the accountant, which is 
checked, there is a statement put by him to the com- 
mittee and he certifies the item, and a cheque is drawn 
in my favour to enable me to discharge the debt. 

745. £20,190 is, I find, the exact amount received 
by you ; your disbursements in small sums under £5, 
wages, &c., amounted, I believe, to £43,120, so that in 
point of fact, you got cheques amouutirrg to nearly 
£23 000, in addition of the £20,000 received by you ? 

—Yes. 

746. Cheques pass through your- hands to the 
extent of nearly £23,000 more than you received ? — 

Yes. In point of fact, I get cheques for that full amount. 

7 47. Yes ; I mean in excess of your cash receipts. 

You give only £1,000 security ? — Yes. 

748. But I understand you to say, that as a matter 
of fact, you never hold more than £50 ? — From £40 
to £50 generally; I retain that amount to meet cur- 
rent expenses. 

7 49. Do your accounts all go through the account- 
ant’s hands before tbey go to the committee? — The 
accountant certifies to the accuracy of the account it- 
self. I make up a list of payments which is presented 
‘to the committee to show lire amount of expenditure 
for- the week. It is also entered in this pass-book, and 
when the statement is brought before the finance com- 
mittee fortnightly, they compare the accounts of their 
returns with the amounts lodged with the bank, and 
find the amounts to correspond. 



Mr. Hugh Crawford examined. 



750. Chairjiax. — How long have you been acting 
as assistant clerk of markets? — Close on nineteen 
years. 

751. So that you are thoroughly familiar with the 
practice, as regards the markets ? — Yes. 

752. How many markets are there? — Twelve 
markets. 

753. “ Smith field market, Pork market, Corporation- 
street market, Potato and Vegetable market, Castle 
market, May's market, George’s market, Cattle market, 
and Horse fair - . Flax and Fruit market, Fish market, 
Police-square market, and the Hay and Straw market.” 
Your total receipts for last year were £9,223 7s. 5 d. 
Your outgoings, which we found in going through 
Mr. Woods’ accounts, were £2,897 17s. 5 d., left a 
clear profit of £6,325 10s. on the markets? — Yes. 

- 754. Who receives the money, and what is the 
check upon the receipts, and to whom is it all given? 
— -There is a collector in each market. 

. 755. Is there not more than one in any of these 
markets 1 — In some of them there are more than one. 



In the grain market there are four, but in the hay and Mr. Hugh 
straw market only one. Crawford. 

756. Are not these tolls levied principally on weigh- 
ing?— Yes. 

757. There is a weigh-master, I suppose? — Yes, in 
each market. 

758. And all articles going into these markets are 
weighed by the weigh-master, I presume ? — A great 
deal of the potatoes are not weighed. 

759. They are taken in, I suppose, by basket? — 

They charge for what they have by the cwt., but the 
dealers take the farmer’s word for whatever they state 
they have ? — If they say they have 20 cwt., the dealers 
will take their word. 

760. The tolls on the potatoes are £ d. per cwt. 

Suppose they are not weighed, are you paid? — It is 
just the same charge — f d. includes the weighing. 

761. The weight is declared, although they are not 
weighed ? — Yes. 

762. I suppose the collector receives the whole 
amount in each market? — Yes. 
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Belfast. 7 G3. Wliat does he do then 1 — He enters it in the 

Dec. 12, 1 876. book — the name of the party and the commodity, and 
Mr. Hugh ke gives him a ticket which passes him out of the 

Crawford. market, and that is returned to the clei-k of the 

market. 

7 64. How often are these examined by the clerk of 
the markets ! — Once every week. 

765. By the clerk of the market, or by you, sis 
assistant ? — I and another man : he brings the books 
that he rises every week. 

766. Does he pay the money the same day! — Yes ; 
the day that he receives it he hands it in to' the clerk 
of the markets. 

767. Then what does the clerk of the markets do 
with it 1 — Lodges it in the. bank. 

76S. Does he lodge daily or weekly? — He lodges it 
sometimes daily. If there is a small amount, he does 
not lodge it. 

769. What do you call a small amount? — Below 
£20. 

770. Does he lodge sill above £20 as he receives it? 
— Yes. 

771. What bond does lie give (the clerk of the 
markets)? — I think it is £500, but I could not say 
exactly. 

772. Do you give security ? — Ho. 

773. Does no money pass through your hands? — 
None, exce2>t as assistant of the clerk of the markets. 

774. Is the clerk of the markets held responsible 
for anything that passes through your hands ? — Yes. 

775. The largest amount received from any of these 
markets seems to be Smitkfield market ?— Yes ; it 
consists principally of stalls and booths. 

776. What is Smithfield market for? — For selling 
turf and liides, and for all sorts of furniture, and so on. 

777. It is, in fact, veiy like a bazaar ? — Yes. 

778. Are those shops and stalls let out to weekly 
tenants? — Yes. 

779. Then the bulk of the money received from 
this market is for stalls ? — Yes. 

780. Paid weekly, I suppose ? — Yes, weekly in 
advance. 

781. Do you know how much the rental of the 

stalls and shops in Smithfield market is? I think 

about £2,000 lost year. 

782. And the odd £230 would be for tolls on 
certain produce ?— Yes ; for small things that might 

783. Mr. Exham. — Is turf sold there ? — -Very few 
go for turf to Smithfield market, the bulk of it is 
sold in Police-square. 

754. Then the next largest market is the potato 
and vegetable market — the receipts were I see nearly 
£1,600 in the year ! — Yes. 

755. And then the pork market is the next largest? 
— Yes. 

786. That produced £1,251 ? — Yes. 

787. Is the pork market for live stock? — No. 

78S. Only for pork after it is killed ? — Yes. 

789. There is one of the markets in which I see 
the charge upon pigs varies?— That is in the pork 
market— -farmers are charged 3<7. each, and dealers 
who bring in a large quantity are only charged lc7. 
each. 

790. Is that for live pigs ?— No; and if they weigh 
them they are charged the same rate as the fanners, 
but there are very few of them weighed. 

<91. Does that charge of 3d. include weighing and 
inspection ? — Yes. 

702. Are they examined there ? — No; the dealers’ 
jugs are not examined. 

793. Are the farmers’ % — No. 

794. Where do the dealers get these pigs killed ? — 
They come in slaughtered by rail. 

795. Chairman. — Is there not any inspection as to 
whether they are fit for food or not?— If there were 

auv diseased pigs in the lots they would be seized 

the inspector would seize them. 

796. There is then an inspector ?— Yes ; there is 
one in the market— Edward Hamill is the name of 
the inspector. 



797. Mr. Ex ham. — It takes a great deal of care 
to ascertain if they have got what is called measles or 
not ? — It would be imposssible for him to examine 
them all. 

70S. Chairman. — The difficulty seems to me to be 
with the pigs that are brought in in large lots by the 
dealers? — Yes; they cannot be examined so closely, 
but he could see very well if the pigs were diseased 
as lie passed along. 

799. It is impossible though to say that there is an 
examination of every one of these pigs? — Yes. 

800. Your butter market is not apparently a very 
large market? — No; it is a small market. 

801. Is there any live stock market? — Yes ; the 
cattle market and horse fan-. 

802. The receipts of that appear very small for a 
place like Belfast, .£424 10s. 9 d. Is there usually a 
large attendance ? — No ; on fair days the principal 
business is done. We have not a large attendance 
except on fan- days. 

803. Where is it situated 1 — In Oxford-street. 

804. It is not in a fan - field ? — No ; it is enclosed. 

805. Under head of ‘ ‘ Borough slaughter house” 
I see receipts £528 5s., and expenditure £348 10s. M. 
Wbat do those receipts arise from — is it so much for 
each animal slaughtered ? — Yes, so much per animnl 
— Is. for cattle and 3d. for sheep ; and there is the 
sale of the manure, and two slaughter places are let to 
yearly tenants. 

806. Under whose charge are the slaughter-houses? 
Who is responsible for keeping them clean and whole- 
some? — There is a superintendent there. Arthur 
Graffigan is the name of the superintendent. 

807. We heard there were complaints made of it by 
the gas engineer, who lives near it. Are you aware of 
that ? — I never heard anything of it ; there might be, 
but I did not hear of it. 

808. Have ycu ever heard complaints of it from any- 
one else ? — No. 

809. Is it a thickly populated district of the town ? 
■ — It is not ; it is just at the extreme eud of the town 
in Macauley-street. 

810. Mr. Exham. — Where is the drainage of the 
slaughter-houses discharged iuto? — It is discharged into 
the Lagan. 

811. Chairman. — H ave you often occasion to in- 
spect it ? — No. 

812. You do not know, therefore, whether, in fact 

it is kept thoroughly clean and washed out ? It is. * 

^S13. You cannot know of your own knowledge? — 
Not to my own knowledge. 

S14. Where do they get the water for flushing it ? 

The town supply. 

815. We heard yesterday that the charge on water 
was so great that it is not used for many purposes that 
it might be used for. Do you know whether there is 
a constant supply to the slaughter-houses 1— Yes ; there 
is a constant supply. 

816. Mr. Exham.—; Do they slaughter and take away 
the offal for Is. per beast? — Yes. 

81/. Chairman. — £ 14 4s. was, I see, the cost of the 
water for the year ?— ' Yes ; it is paid by metre. 

818. .It is not a large amount for public slaughter- 
houses in a place like Belfast, for they, of course, want 
continual flushing ? — Yes! 

819. Mr. Exham.— W here do the butchers take the 
offal, and how often must they take it away? — They must 
take it away immediately after the slaughtering of the 
beast. They do not take away the entrails ; that goes 
into the manure. 

^ 820. Chairman. — I s that removed every day? 

821. Mr. Exham.— D oes it go over to the manure 
depot in Ballymacarrett %— No ; the parties have a 
contract to draw it away daily. 

822. Where do they take it to ?— To the country. 

823. Chairman.— A re you familiar with the adjust- 
ing of weights and measures ? — Yes. 

824. What are the charges for testing weights ? 

J cwt., 4<Z. ; £ cwt., 2d . ; 14 lbs., 2d . ; and from 7 lb. 
to J oz., Id. 
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S25. And for measures ? — For a 5 gallon measure, 
Is. ; 4 gallon measure, 10 d. ; 3 gallon measure, 8 d . ; 
2 gallon measure, Gd . ; 1 gallon measure, id . ; and i a 
gallon, 2d . ; from ^ gallon to A a glass, Id. 

826. I see the receipts from that department were 
£156 13s. 3d., and the expenditure, £71 16s. id., leav- 
ing a net profit of £84 16s. lid. 1— -Yes. 

827. Mr. Exham. — Do the police look after the ad- 
justment or do the people bring them to you volun- 
tarily ? — The police look after them. 

828. Chairman. — Who receives the amount paid 
for the adjustment of the weights and measures i — 
The adjuster receives them in the first place and he 
hands them over to Mr. Woods, who receives them 
weekly. 

829. In the same way I suppose the superintendent 
of slaughter-houses hands his receipts over to Mr. 
Woods? — Yes, just the same way. 

830. Mr. Lawless. — Is there any stamp or certifi- 
cate given with adjustment of the weight ? — No. 

S31. Mr. Exham. — Is the weight stamped !— Yes ; 
the weight is stamped by the police ; each weight is 
stamped with a die, and the measures are stamped in 
the same way. 

832. How many other slaughter-houses are there. 
Have you anything to say to them ? — There are thirty- 
two licensed slaughter-houses. 

833. Are they all inspected? — Yes; but we have 



nothing to say to them — the sanitary staff look after 
them. 

834. Do the police keep order in your markets ? — 
Yes. 

835. The local police I suppose? — Yes. 

836. Chairman. — Have you a number of menalways 
on duty there? — Yes; but there ai-e not a sufficient 
number to keep order. 

837. I see the principal outgoings are the cost of 
the staff. Your yearly salary is £150, and Mr. 
Woods' £225, and the inspector of provisions £104. 
Is he personally responsible for the condition of the 
meat, fish, ifec., exposed for sale? — Yes. 

838. £1,345 Is. 2d. is paid, I see, in regular weekly 
wages alone, and £168 11s. lid on workmen’s wages 
during repairs ? — Yes. 

839. Then there is £155 17s. Id. rates and taxes, 
£226 17s. 7d. cost of lighting, £20 for insurance, and 
£35 miscellaneous expenses, and books, printing, &c., 
£37 11s. lOd 1— Yes. 

840. I see in one case, and in only one, you pay 
head-rent ? — Yes, in the case of Castle market. 

841. You pay there £210 a year ? — Yes; and we 
have only seventeen or eighteen years of the lease to run. 

842. The Castle market is, I think, for the sale of 
vegetables and fruit ? — Yes. 

843. And is that the only market which is not on 
your own freehold ?— Yes ; that is the only one. 
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844. Mr. Exham, q.c. — You are the consulting 
sanitary officer of the Corporation ? — I am. 

845. How long have you occupied that position ? — 
Since December, 1S74. 

846. I believe you were a long time a member of 
the Corporation ? — Twelve years. 

847. Had you anything to say to the sanitary 
arrangements of the city, before the Act of 1874 came 
into operation ? — I was appointed medical officer of 
health in 184S and 1849, and again in 1853 and 1854. 

848. Then practically you have had to a great extent 
the superintendence of the sanitary arrangements of 
Belfast, over a series of years? — Yes ; I may say that 
in conjunction with the late Dr. Morgan, I "instituted 
the first sanitary inquiry into the state of Belfast in 
1848. 

849. And have you been looking after it ever since ? 
— Well I have taken a great interest in it. 

850. Chairman. — After the Act of 1S74 was passed 
was not the staff all remodelled? — Yes. 

851. And after that of what did the staff consist? 
— The staff consisted, before the Act, of an inspector 
and five sub-sanitary officers. 

852. Since the Act was passed of what does the staff 
consist; of how many and what officers ?— There is a 
consulting sanitary officer— that is mvsclf; Mr. Scott 
the executive sanitary officer, then there are six 
sub-sanitary officers, and there are the nine medical 
officers connected with dispensaries, who are called 
sanitary officers. Six of these are within the borough, 
one in Ballymacarrett and two whose districts are 
partly rural and partly urban — Numbers 9 and 10 
districts. 

853. Does Mr. Scott devote his entire time to his 
duties ? — Yes ; he gives his entire time as executive 
sanitary officer. 

854. There are seven sanitary officers -within the 
town and two partially outside 1— Yes ; seven, counting 
Ballymacarrett. Numbers 9 and 10 districts are partly 
outside and partly inside, as you will see by my report. 

855. Mr. Exham. — Do tbe six sub-sanitary men 

under Mr. Scott give their time exclusively to sanitary 
work ? — Yes. J 

856. And the medical portion of the staff— that is, 
the dispensary doctors— are they paid by the poor law 
authorities ? — They were sanctioned by the Council — 
they are ex-officio; they are paid by the Poor Law 



Guardians. They are ex-officio sanitary officers as y> r S&muel 
dispensary medical officers under the Act of Parlia- Brewne. 
ment. 

857 . And, I presume, the salaries paid are sanctioned 
by the Local Government Board ? — Yes ; all of them. 

858. What duties do the sub-sanitary officers per- 
form- — the six men? — Well, the town is divided into 
districts, and each one has charge of a district. They 
alternate their duties occasionally according to Mr. 

Scott’s arrangements. They have to go out and observe 
any nuisance that may be reported, and to make a re- 
port upon them ; to serve the various notices that Mr. 

Scott issues ; to see that they are earned into effect ; 
to report the date on which they are executed ; and 
also, if they have not been executed to make a report. 

859. Chairman. — Do they report in the first instance 
to you or to the dispensary doctor — i.e., the sanitary 
officer? — They do nothing with the sanitary officers at 
all except take reports from them and bring them to 
the town hall. 

860. In other towns the consulting sanitary officer 
has had nothing to do with them — but your system 
seems to be quite different? — Every morning one of 
the men calls at the dispensary of a district and obtains 
from the medical officer of that district whatever re- 
port he may have had occasion to write regar din g 
nuisances and other matters. There are several of 
these reports and one of them is the report of what 
zymotic disease (if any) occurs during the pi’eceding 
twenty-four hours. 

•861. Mr. Exham. — Are those reports brought direct 
to you or to Mr. Scott ? — The nuisance reports go 
directly to Sir. Scott, and the reports regarding disease 
come directly to me. 

862. Do these six men look after lodging-houses ? 

— Yes ; they inspect the lodging-houses regularly. 

863. And report their condition to Mr. Scott or to 
you? — To Mr. Scott ; and if any question arises Mr. 

Scott refers to me. There are 102 licensed common 
lodging-houses. 

864. Do these men to your knowledge see to the 
carrying out of the by-laws — I suppose there are by- 
laws for the regulation of common lodging-houses 1 — 

Yes ; you should have a copy of them. [They were 
handed in.] 

865. Do these six men see that those by-laws are 
carried out? — Yes ; they see them strictly carried out ; 

H 
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and if there should be any infringement they report 
to Mr. Scott and he refers to me. 

866. Do they see that these houses have the neces- 
sary accommodation ? — They have been carefully ex- 
amined by Mr. Scott, and where there was any doubt 
on the subject he made a measurement of the rooms 
and submitted it to me, and where he had any doubt 
on the subject he took my advice. I may observe 
that the by-laws relating to common lodging-houses 
are approved of by the Local Government Board. 

867. And what is the lowest number of cubic feet 
allowed according to the by-laws in the lodging- 
houses ? — 300 cubic feet for each inmate — that is the 
maximum, but I generally have much more. 

868. You mean you generally have more, but you 
are never below the minimum? — We observe that 
strictly. 

869. Then is there proper ventilation in them all ? 
— There must be proper means of ventilation. 

870. Are they limewaslied regularly, according to 
the by-laws ? — Yes. 

871. Then are all the by-laws strictly carried out ? 
— Yes, strictly carried out. (Copy of by-laws handed 
in, and also the ticket that is put up in each of the 
rooms of the lodging-houses.) 

872. With regard to the bakehouses, are they regu- 
larly inspected by these men 1 — There are fifty-seven 
bakehouses inspected regularly by these men. Indeed 
I may say that Mr. Scott always undertakes that 
inspection himself. It is done by night. He inspects 
these bakehouses along with one of the men — the man 
belonging to the district. 

873. As far as the lodging-houses are concerned, 
have they got water-closets, piivies, or what? — 
Water-closets, or rere accommodation, in that class of 
houses. 

874. What is done where they have not got water 
closets ? — They must not be without privy accommo- 
dation and ashpits. 

875. What arrangement is there for the removal of 
the refuse? — The arrangement is that which exists 
throughout the whole town. They are occasionally 
cleansed according as they may be noticed. 

87 6. Are they cleaned out by the Corporation ? — 
The parties have them cleaned out, and the Corpora- 
tion carts remove the refuse. 

877. How are the lodging-houses supplied with 
water? Is water laid on to them generally, or are 
there taps out in the street? — They are generally 
supplied with tanks — not by a tap as a ruin In fact 
that is generally so in that class of houses. 

878. Then they have always water on the premises ? 
— Yes. 

879. Pipe water? — Pipe water is laid on to all the 
houses. 



880. Mr. Scott, you say, sees that the regulations 
with regard to the bake-houses are carried out ? — Yes ; 
and he states to me once a week if there is any in- 
fringement. 

881. With regard to the bake-houses, what is the 
amount of cubic space insisted upon ? — 300 cubic feet, 
that is the minimum. 

882. And you adhere to that minimum ? — Yes ; 
and generally I go much beyond it. For instance, 
where we have three workpeople for a room, and the 
amount of cubic feet goes near to that minimum, we 
have one of the parties taken out of that room. If 
there is 1,000 cubic feet of space, we will only allow 
two parties in that. I may say that probably there 
is scarcely a lodging-house or bake-house in Belfast 
that . has only the minimum. 

883. Chairman. — Did the council, acting under 
your advice,, fix a space for each room of a lodging- 
house ? — Yes. 

884. Is there any difficulty in procuring lodging- 
house accommodation here?— -I am not aware that 
there is. 

885. Have .you had many infringements of the 
bakehouse Act? — There are fifty-seven bake-houses, 
and we have very seldom had an infringement of the 
Act. There have been only two cases in . which we 



had to remonstrate with persons for employing work- 
people under age. 

8S6. Mr. Exham. — W ith regard to the slaughter- 
houses, are they regularly inspected? — There are 
thirty-two licensed slaughter-houses inspected regularly. 

887. I suppose they are inspected regularly by the 
sub-sanitary officer? — Yes. 

888. Is any manure allowed to remain in the 
slaughter-houses for any length of time? — The owners 
are obliged under the licensing regulations to have it 
removed within a very short period — I think it is 
twenty-four hour's. 

889. Are the slaughter-houses properly supplied with 
water? — Yes. 

890. With pipe-water? — Yes; there might be, per- 
haps, in Cromac-street one or two where a pump is 
used. Whether it is so now I cannot say. 

891. They are, at any rate, properly flushed and 
cleansed with water ? — You are aware that slaughter- 
houses must have a good supply of water, and I believe 
they have that here. They are obliged to have a cistern 
containing a certain amount of water. 

892. I suppose there are proper conducting sewers 
to the main sewer from these slaughter-houses ? — Yes ; 
there is immediate connexion — there are connecting 
drains. T am now speaking of licensed slaughter- 
houses, but we have private slaughter-houses as well. 
There are also public abattoirs. I remember at the 
time the regulations were passed we had a dispute as 
to the size of the tank. At that time I was a member 
of the Corporation. Before I leave the subject of the 
lodging-houses, I may mention that there were only 
two cases of contagious disease occurring in lodging- 
houses during the past twelve months. That is a 
matter of great importance. The owners are obliged to 
report the occurrence of any case of infectious disease. 

893. The public slaughter-house is the Corporation 
slaughter-house, I presume ? Is it furnished with all 
proper appliances with regard to sewerage, and so on ? 
— They are very satisfactorily worked. We had a diffi- 
culty in the early part of the summer with regard to 
some nuisance collected, but that has been overcome 
since. There was a complaint made regarding the 
slaughter-house, and I consequently went down and 
inspected it. I found that there was some cause for 
the complaint, and the nuisance was immediately re- 
moved. I have heard of no complaint since. 

894. Who has the actual charge of the public 
slaughter-house — the looking after, it ? — There is one 
man who looks after it specially. I think there arc 
three altogether for the slaughter-houses, and then of 
course they have subordinates, and there is almost 
daily inspection by some of these officers. 

895. There is yon say almost daily inspection by 
some of your sub-officers ? — Yes ; a man of the district 
named Bolton looks into that place very frequently. 

896. Are there many dwelling-houses in the neigh- 
bourhood of that public slaughter-house ? — It is a con- 
siderable distance from any inhabited house. It was 
built specially with a view to avoid proximity to any 
of the inhabited houses. 

897. You have school-houses . here — are they in- 
spected ? — Yes ; all the public school-houses under the 
Board of Education are inspected repeatedly by the 
staff — by the men belonging to the districts. 

898. Are they well supplied with all the necessary 
conveniences ? — We have had complaints regarding the 
accumulation of night-soil, but that matter has been 
attended to as a rule after the notice was served. 

899. There are some graveyards still within the 
limits — intra mv/ral 1 — There are four within the 
borough still, but three of them are nearly entirely 
closed up. The Shankhill graveyard — one portion of 
it is entirely closed up under order in council, and a 
large part of Eriar’s Bush is also closed up under order 
in council. The new burying ground behind the poor- 
house was also partially closed, and as far as I know 
there has been no infringement of the Burials Act 
brought under our notice, except in two instances in 
both of which we instituted prosecutions! 

900. That is part of the duty you say that is. looked 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



51 



after specially 1 — Yes ; a report is made once a week 
to the committee, -which sits weekly, and at whose 
meetings I am always present. 

901. You have already mentioned that the sanitary 
doctors send in reports almost daily? — Wherever a 
case of disease occurs they always make a return — at 
least I understand they do. 

902. When they send in their reports do they go to 
Mr. Scott ? — Yes, all on nuisances, immediately. 

903. And does he act upon them almost imme- 
diately? — He acts promptly, except in cases where 
there is a doubt regarding them, and they should con- 
sequently be brought before the committee. 

904. Does he serve a notice for the abatement of the 
nuisance ? — Yes ; and follows that up immediately, if 
it be not attended to. 

905. And then we have it that there are two local 
crown solicitors appointed by the Corporation to prose- 
cute in these cases? — Yes ; in all cases connected with 
the Town Council, and attending both courts — the 
custody court and the summons court — as they are 
required. 

• 906. I suppose a report-book is kept as part of the 
records of the Corporation in which these reports of 
the sanitary officers are entered ? — There are a large 
numljer of books kept for this purpose. 

907. Then with regard to the order of the council 
upon that, I suppose there is a record kept of that ? — 
That is entered on the minutes of the committee. 

908. Does anyone then report as to whether what 
is ordered to be done is done ? — Mr. Scott, the execu- 
tive sanitary officer is held responsible for that. 

909. Does Mr. Scott actually furnish to the sanitary 
committee a report as to whether what they have 
directed or you have directed is done ? — He follows 
that out and reports. 

910. In a case where the sanitary medical officer 
reports that there is disease of a contagious character, 
what course is adopted then? — We endeavour to have 
the party removed to hospital as soon as the party 
can be removed from the place where he or she is 
lying ; and the infected place itself is after the re- 
moval fumigated, and if it be a serious case of disease, 
the bedding is destroyed. We disinfect and deodorize 
all houses where there is infectious disease. 

9 lli Do you find as a general rule, that the people 
are ready to go to hospital ? — No ; but there are ex- 
ceptions. We have some parties that will refuse to go 
to hospital under any circumstances. 

912. Are you ever obliged to resort to the 26th sec- 
tion of the Public Health Act of 1S66, by which you 
are enabled, if in the opinion of the medical officer, the 
party has not sufficient and proper accommodation, to 
force his removal to hospital, by obtaining an order 
from a magistrate for the purpose ? — We have not 
done that ; but in a case at a lodging-house, we did it 
at once without waiting for an order from a magistrate. 

913. Is there any hospital provided specially by the 
Corporation ? — None. 

914. What hospital accommodation is there ? — That 
provided by the Poor Law Guardians — an extensive, 
ample, and well-managed hospital 

915. Are there any cars provided for the purpose of 
removing the sick ? — The Poor Law Guardians have 
cars for the purpose. There is, I may mention, a by- 
law of the Council which prevents any car from off one 
of the public stands from taking a person suffering 
from infectious disease at all, under a very heavy 
penalty. 

916. I suppose there is no difficulty in getting the 
means of conveyance through the relieving officer for 
cases of sickness? — Not the slightest. 

917. Chairman. — There is no conveyance, you say, 
kept specially by the Corporation for the purpose 1 — 
No ; idle Poor Law Guardians have taken the entire 
charge of that portion of the sanitary duty. 

918. Is there not sometimes a difficulty then arising 
from the extent of the borough? — Well, I may tell 
you that such has been found occasionally to arise. 
For instance, in periods of severe epidemics such as in 



1847, 1848, and 1849, I had to hire special cars for Belfast. 
which the Poor Law Guardians, or Board as it was Dec% 1S ; 1 87e 
then, paid. Dr. Samuel 

919. By the Act of 1874 you will remember that Browne, 
you are empowered, as the urban sanitary authority, 

to maintain an ambulance for this purpose? — Yes ; 
but we have had no necessity. 

920. Has the Corporation provided a place for the 
purpose of having a disinfecting apparatus erected ? — 

That was under consideration and engaged a good deal 
of attention, and it was found that it would be too ex- 
pensive a proceeding. At the Board of Guardians 
they have a place for the purpose of disinfecting clothes, 
and they do so after they are sent to them at once. 

921. I suppose there is a conveyance there for the 
purpose of carrying infected clothing ? — I cannot say 
that they are taken in that way. The parties them- 
selves take their clothing with them when they go to 
hospital. 

922. But what about the bedding that is left behind ? 

— We invariably pay for it, and destroy it if recom- 
mended by the officer that it ought to be destroyed. 

923. What is the distance of the workhouse infir- 
mary, where the disinfecting apparatus is kept, from 
the centre of the town ? — About a mile and a quarter 
— barely a mile and a quarter. 

924. Then it is within the borough boundary? — 

Yes. A mile and a half within the borough boundary. 

925. Have you felt the want of one in a more con- 
venient situation? — No; we have not felt the want 
of it nor do we think it necessary ; and I am sure the 
Council would erect one if a necessity arose for it. 

926. Isthereamortuaryprovidedbythe Corporation? 

— There is. 

927. In the town? — In Arthur-square — near the 
Town Hall — a place to which dead bodies are removed. 

We have no mortuary devoted to the purpose of having 
bodies removed to who have died from infectious 
disease at their homes. 

928. But what do you do in cases where persons 
die at their own homes of infectious diseases? — We 
endeavour to get them interred as soon as possible; 
and the house is then fumigated and cleansed. 

929. You have power to erect a mortuary under the 
Public Health Act of 1866 ? — We have; but it would 
he a very difficult matter to carry it out. The pre- 
judices of people would be very much hurt. 

930. What you call a mortuary is in fact a morgue? 

— It is a place to which bodies found in the river and 
other places are removed. The Coroner’s Court, is 
adjacent to it. 

931. I don’t know whether you have “ wakes ” 
here or not? — I think that is nearly abolished in 
Belfast ; but in such cases I have issued very strong 
cautions to .the people not to intermix with people 
living in places where infectious disease has been 
prevalent. 

932. Suppose a case of fever breaks out in one of 
those small habitations in which children live, and so 
on, if the party does not go to hospital, are any pre- 
cautions taken to prevent the spread of the disease — 
are the children removed, or any steps taken to sepa- 
rate the healthy persons from the infected person or 
persons ? — We have not interfered by force yet. We 
endeavour to do everything by persuasion, and I may 
give as a reason for that,- that we don’t wish to make 
our department unpopular by using what is called 
force. We take every precaution by advising the 
people as far as possible to avoid contact with con- 
tagion, and we have the rooms in which such sickness 
occurs disinfected. I have gone to the houses and 
cautioned people myself personally very frequently. 

933. What is the sanitary condition of the houses 
of the lower orders in Belfast — what accommodation 
have they ? — There is a very large number of houses 
inspected, of the wor ki ng classes, which are very good, 
but there are others in a lamentable condition. 

934. Are many without privies? — There were at 
one time upwards of 4,000 houses in Belfast without 

H 2 
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Belfast. rear accommodation. There are at the present time 
Dec . is, 1876. somewhere about 1,500 still in that condition. 

Or Samu l 935. And in their case what has been done? — A 
Brown™ Ue large number have been swept away in toto, and others 

have been made to get common accommodation — that 

is, a privy for the accommodation of four or five 
houses. We have endeavoured to do the best we 
could under the circumstances. I may tell you that 
we used very often to notice parties to close houses 
that did not possess proper sanitary accommodation, 
and we followed that up by getting an order from the 
magistrates, and that worked very well for a period, 
until a case was referred to the Recorder, who gave 
his decision against us ; and since then I myself did 
not like to interfere, and Mr. Black advised us not to 
interfere with these houses until we have some ample 
means to deal with them. I look upon it as much to 
be regretted that that decision went against us. 

936. Mr. Exham. — The Recorder, I believe, was 
of opinion that the Act of Parliament did not apply 
to any house built at the time of the passing of the 
Act? — Yes ; and where disease had not actually 
occurred on the premises. 

937. Was that Mr. Otway’s decision! — Yes. 

938. The practical effect of that would be that 
you could not force people to put up privy accommo- 
dation in houses as long as the inhabitants of those 
houses had not had fever ! — I am not sure that it went 
so far as that. 

939. In the case of the houses, 1,500 or 1,600, that 
you say are without privy accommodation, what do the 
people do there 1 — They have to deposit night-soil on 
the streets, and then by doing so they are infringing 
a local Act, and if they are discovered they are 
brought up and fined ; and they have been repeatedly 
discovered and fined of late. 

940. I see by your report that you have been call- 
ing the attention of the Corporation to this matter 
with the view of trying some plans to get rid of this 
nuisance? — Well the plan that has been adopted has 
been to get the people to leave the manure out in the 
street in the morning and the Corporation carts will 
come and take it away ; but unfortunately parties will 
very often leave it out after the carts have passed 
round. 

941. Chairman. — Are you aware of the nature of 
the pail system in use in Rochdale ? — Yes ; I know of 

it, hut we have tried no regular system here. We are, 
however, anxious to try any system that would do 
away with the evil. 

942. Mr. Exham. — Are the streets scavenged on 
Sundays ? — No, they are not. 

943. Then if this stuff is put out on a Saturday 
after the carts pass round it must remain out during 
the whole of Sunday? — Yes ; either it must remain in 
the people’s houses or out in the streets ; that is one 
of the evils of the want of rear accommodation. 

944. Are the owners of the houses required to 
make connecting drains between their houses and the 
main sewers ? — I should mention, before passing on, 
that all the streets are swept very late on Saturday 
nights. 

945. Are there connecting sewers with the main 
drains ? — Yes ; all houses that have water-closets must 
have drains. 

946. Unless they have cesspools? — We have no 
cesspools in connexion with water-closets. 

947. You do not permit that? — No ; as far as 
possible not within the town. We would not permit 
cesspools to be made within the town. 

948. If the house is situate within 100 feet of the 
main sewer you make the owner put down a connecting 
drain ? — That has been done invariably ; that is a 
point that has been looked after very specially. 

949. What is the water supply of the houses 
without this accommodation ? — The greater number 
have a tap inside the door. There is a stopcock — a 
cock that must go on running unless it is immediately 
turned off. 

950. Have they to pay for that or is it supplied 



to them free ? — The landlord under certain circum- 
stances pays for the water. The Commissioners of 
course charge all parties for the water. I may say as 
a rale that these houses are very well supplied with 
water. 

951. Are there supplies of water to the public 
fountains in the streets ? — A large number. 

952. Are they paid for by the Corporation? — No. 

953. How are they paid for? — They are given 
gratuitously by the Water Commissioners. There 
are a large number of drinking fountains for the use 
of the people and also for cuttle. 

954. Any private wells ? — Yesj a large number in 
the Cromae district. 

955. Are they largely used by the public ? — 
Largely sold and used by the public. 

956. Has the water in these wells been analyzed? 
— Repeatedly ; and found to be veiy good. I think, 
however, there were two wells found not to be pure and 
we ordered them to be closed and they were closed. 
The Cromae water is. looked upon as the best in the 
country. 

957. In what condition are the main sewers? — 
They are in a good condition where there is a good 
fall. Of course if you take some low-lyiDg sewers 
you must have a large deposit from the want of a fall, 
and I do not think then that the flushing of such 
sewers would be of much advantage. All the low- 
lying sewers must be cleansed out, and it costs a great 
deal of money annually for the cleansing of those 
sewers and it is one of the evils we cannot avoid. 

958. Are they opened by the Corporation periodi- 
cally and the accumulation taken away ? — Wherever 
there is any suspicion, the sewei - is immediately opened 
and cleansed by the surveyor's department. 

959. Are there any traps in these sewers for the 
purpose of letting off all the sewage gas? — They have 
open ventilating grates ; but they are trapped at the 
sides where the water goes in. 

960. That helps to take away the sewage gas and 
it also takes away the pressure from the houses 1— - 
Yes; and we have “man-lioles” in the principal 
sewers in order to enable the men to get down and 
cleanse them. 

961. But you are only able to do that within a 
short distance of the “ man-holes ?” — I have known 
the men to go through the whole sewer. 

962. Do any of the sewers go into the river ? — 
Nearly the whole of the sewers go into the river. 

963. What is the condition of the famous Black- 
staff? — It is sometimes very bad, and sometimes not 
very bad, according to the amount of water run- 
ning down it. You would not find it very bad at 
this season of the year, but if you were here in June 
you would find it unpleasant. 

964. Has anything been done with regard to the 
condition of the Blackstaff ? — Nothing, except cleans- 
ing it out, levelling the edges, removing obstructions, 
but not anything to keep the sewage out of it. You 
are aware that there is a plan before the council re- 
garding it which has been practically adopted. 

965. Chairman. — Is the Blackstaff the outlet 
for a great portion of the sewage of the town ? — For a 
large portion, but not a great portion. 

966. Mr. Exham. — Is it in a bad state in the 
summer ? —Unquestionably. 

967. Well, as sanitary officer, is its condition in 
summer, in your opinion, dangerous to public health ? 
— I must say that in the neighbourhood of the Black- 
staff I never found that we had more disease than any- 
where else, even in times when there were epidemics, 
strange to say. 

968. Some years ago you made a strong report 
against its condition to the corporation? — It has been 
reported on repeatedly. 

969. Mr. Lawless. — Have those reports ever 
been acted upon ? — Main sewerage to direct the sewage 
out of it has never been made yet ; but upon that point 
you will get full information from the surveyor. 

970. Is the Blackstaff in the same state now as 
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•when you reported upon it? — Precisely ; in the summer audit is reported to the surveyor's department, and Belfast. 
it is in the same condition, or even worse than it was attended to. -Pec. ia, 1376. 

when I reported on it, because the amount of sewage 987. There were also I perceive three chimneys Df Samuel 
going into it increases annually, and a large portion of raised to abate the smoke nuisance ? Those were Browne, 
that sewage comes from the mills, which mills get a chimneys found to be too low. 

<reat deal of cooling water from that stream. 988. There are also said to have been 1,980 houses 

971. Chairman. Are there no intercepting whitewashed, and 4,690 privies and ashpits cleansed ; 

sewers? None. and 252 houses fumigated and whitewashed where 

972. Mr. Exham. There has been nothing, I contagious diseases occurred ? — Yes; we have had very 

believe, done upon a large scale with regard to the little contagious disease as you are aware during the 
condition of the Blackstafffor several years ?— Nothing last twelve months. 

practicallv done for several years. 989. Did you not report a number of houses unfit 

973. What is the outlet for that portion of the for human habitation, specially mentioning Smith- 

sewage of Belfast that does not go into the Blaekstaff? place ? — Yes, that is the place I reported as unfit for 
—The Lagan is the receptacle for all the sewage, human habitation, but now a scheme is being con- 
because the Blaekstaff runs into the Lagan. sidered for the improvement of dwellings of that class. 

974. Do you consider its condition in summer 990. Mr. Black mentioned that the artisans’ dwel- 

dancerous to public health? — I consider its condition lings scheme was under the consideration of the Corpo- 
very dangerous to public health. ration, and are we to understand from you that the 

975. If an epidemic broke out, might it not be a Corporation are about taking proceedings under the 

source of enormous evil? — Yes ; although, as I have provisions of the Artisans’ Dwellings Act for the im 
said, during epidemics, we did not find the neighbour- provement of artisans’ dwellings? — Yes ; and here is the 
hood of the Blaekstaff any more dangerous than other joint report of the sanitary and town improvement corn- 
localities. mittees of the 20th of September last, with my reports 

976. Since the last Public Health Act came into to them on the subject recommending the Town Council 

force, have you reported against the condition of the to declare the districts therein referred to an unhealthy 
Blaekstaff ?— The matter was last referred to me when area, and that a scheme be prepared for its improve- 

this scheme for the removal of the nuisance from the ment. ( Vide Appendix No. 8, page 210.) 

Blaekstaff was submitted to me. 991. Is there any company established in Belfast 

977. Did you approve of that scheme? — I did ap- for providing such dwellings? — None whatever, 

prove of that scheme decidedly, although perhaps I do 992. Mr. Lawless. — Are the laues and alleys 
not approve of the water-closet system as a rule. where the poorer portion of the population live well 

978. You approved of most of the features of that attended to in the way of scavenging? — Yes, there the 

scheme ? Yes. scavenging is very fairly done. As I said before there 

979. But that scheme has not been adopted ? — Not is a difficulty occasionally experienced from the fact 
yet ; there has been a difficulty about an outlet be- of the parties themselves not being of very cleanly 
tween us and the Harbour Commissioners. The habits, and from the circumstance that they pitch tilings 
system comprises two levels — one high and one low. into the streets, and so on. 

The low level will require to be pumped, and the high 993. Have the Corporation provided any public 
level will discharge itself by gravitation. It is the necessaries?— Yes, in connexion with our markets they 
hffik level I refer to now. have provided places of public convenience. 

°9S0. Do you think the Corporation will carry out 994. Chairman.— I n your report you say that the 

that scheme, provided they get the consent of the narrow streets, courts, alleys, and backyards of places 

Harbour Commissioners ? — I am sure the Corporation inhabited by persons of dirty habits are not as care- 

will do anything that is practical in the matter. I fully kept, from a sanitary point of view, as they 

must, at the same time, tell you that there have should be ?— Yes. 

always been great difficulties in these cases in con- 995. But as far as the scavengers can attend to it 
nexion with the relieving of the town sewerage, which is the work well done ? — Yes ; as far as I can see it is 
has always been one of our greatest difficulties. . well done. Every morning the men go round, and we 

981. You have had, I find from this report wliioL. have an inspector and two sub-inspectors attending to 
has been handed to me, 3,744 streets and lanes in- this duty. 

speeted with respect to the sanitary regulations from 996. Mr. Exham. — I s there as much attention paid, 
the 1st of January of the present year? — Yes. in the way of cleansing, to these parts of the town 

982. That is eleven months, and there were in that where poor people live, as there is to the portions of 

time twenty houses provided with back yards, and the town inhabited by rich people? — That does not 
the necessary accommodation? — Yes. come under my view, so I cannot say. 

983. And it goes on to say that there were 2,668 997. Chairman. — T here is, you say, daily super- 

feet of pipe drains laid, connecting house drains with vision exercised, but in consequence of the untidy 
street sewers ; 103 house drains constructed, eighty- habits of the inhabitants, it is impossible to keep those 
five privies and ashpits erected, and 204 re-built ; poorer quarters of the town as clean as you would 
twelve water-closets erected, and twenty-seven repaired, wish. Is that what you wish to convey to us ? Yes ; 
and 1,372 house drains cleansed? — That is correct ; and if you exam i ne the Chairman of the Police Com- 
I may as well tell you that with regard to the water- mittee he will be able to tell you with regard to many 
closets, that was where they had not formerly existed, of those points; they do not come under my observation, 
that of course does not refer to new houses being built. 998. From a sanitary point of view would a better 

984. Have all these matter’s reported and referred supply of water be advisable? — "We never could have 

to here been done at the instance of the owners or too much water in the town, but I do not complain of 
occupiers under your directions ? — Yes. the water supply to the inhabitants. 

985. Then there were I see 14S stench-trap grates 999. I mean that the Corporation should have at 

put on house drains ; 810 yards retiled and sixty-seven their command a bettej supply of water for the flush- 
repaired ; thirty walls cemented to prevent offensive iug of these small lanes and alleys, so as to have them 
matter soaking into the adjoining premises, eighty back washed and cleansed? — In my opinion there should be 
passages cleansed ; forty-five houses provided with an almost unbounded supply for cleansing purposes, 
water spouts; six pools of stagnant water abated, and 1000. Mr. Lawless. — D o you think the Corporation 
three accumulations of offensive matter removed ; have at present a sufficient control over the water sup- 
thirty-two roofs repaired, eight houses closed up which ply for sanitary purposes ? — They have no control over 
were unfit for habitation ? — That was done by consent the supply. _ . 

of the parties after being noticed. 1001. Chairman. — I suppose it is a question^ of 

986. Do the inspectors examine the roofs ? — In price ? — It is as you say ; they have no power of using 
going round they observe dilapidations of any kind, the water themselves. 
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Belfast. 1002. Mr. Exham. — I s there an ample supply of 
Dec. 13 , 187a water for all purposes 1 — I think generally speaking 
Dr. Samuel that *b e y have an ample supply for the inhabitants. 
Browne. 1003. Suppose the Corporation themselves were 

owners of the waterworks, is there a sufficient water 
supply for the houses ? — I think there will be, but 
I think myself that there has not been hitherto, 
and, as you are probably aware, on two or three occa- 
sions we have been nearly on the point of a water 
famine. That is not, however, the fault of the Water 
Commissioners. The growth of Belfast has been so 
rapid that ic has been almost impossible to overtake it 
with regard to the water supply. 

1004. They have a new reservoir for the water 
supply made! — Yes; it is thirty years ago since the 
tirst was made. 

1005. They have got a couple of extra ones since ? 
— A number of new ones have been made since ; they 
are down in the neighbourhood of Carrickfergus. 

1006. Then taking all that into account you still don't 
think the water enough for the increased growth of 
Belfast in population ? — Not at all ; and I imagine the 
Water Commissioners anticipate getting a largersupply. 

1007. Chairman. — Do the Corporation get any 
supply of water for the purpose of washing the streets 
and sewers from the river ? — We used to pump up 

' water from the river for the streets in summer ; but 
as that was not a very wholesome proceeding, I always 
advised them to get clean water for the purpose, and to 
buy it from the Commissioners. 

1008. That would be of course far better than using 
the water of the Black staff? — But the Commissioners 
have to be very chary of giving too much water ; because 
they might inn the public dry in the summer, as that 
is the time when there is a greater demand for water, 
and the Commissioners have been very careful on that 
point. During the past few months the Commis- 
sioners have instituted a house to house examination 
with a view of preventing the waste of water. 

1009. I see you, as consulting sanitary officer, go a 
great deal further than anyone in your position that 
we have yet met elsewhere in Ireland ; you send in 
regular reports and you don’t wait to be" invited to 
attend meetings of the Corporation ? — I consider the 
law defective, and I consider it my duty to do all I can 
without waiting to be asked for advice ; I look on 
that as part of my duty, and I do not merely wait to 
be asked for my advice. I come to the town hall 
every day, and consult with the executive sanitary 
officer, and once a week with the committee, regarding 
what is best to be done. I make a report once a month, 
and a general report every three months. 

1010. You are provided with a proper office and 
clerks I suppose ? — We have very good apartments in 
the town hall ; there is a private apai-tment for the 
executive sanitary officer, and one for myself. 

101 1. And are reports kept regularly and filed there ? 
— Yes. 

1012. You apparently act as general advising 
medical officer? — Yes ; such as there is in Liverpool, 
Manchester, and so on. 

1013. Practically, you are the medical officer of 
health ? — Yes ; practically I am. 

1014. Mr. Exham. — In every way in their power, 
exclusive of the Blackstaff, the Corporation seem to 
have done everything in their power to improve the 
sanitary condition of the town? — The Corporation are 
most anxious and willing to do anything in their 
power for the improvement of the sanitary condition 
of the town. 

1015. In your report for 1875 you call attention 
at page 15 to the main drainage, sewering, and paving 
of the streets. You state in that report : — 

“ I am aware that within the last few years the main drainage, 
sewerage, and paving of the streets have been greatly extended. 
These most important works should not be curtailed or delayed, 
but every effort should he made to hare the main sewerage and 
drainage effectively carried out ; while the streets that have not yet 
been properly formed, paved, and drained, should, without delav, 
be put into the condition that would allow surface-cleansing to be 
effectively performed. On this subject of surface cleansing, I may 



say that while the great thoroughfares are kept properly swept, the 
narrow streets, courts, and lanes (especially those without back- 
yards). and which are usually inhabited by persons of careless if 
not filthy habits, require a closer supervision with regard to their 
cleanliness. However, much depends upon the inhabitants them- 
selves, and I regret to say they are not nearly so careful as they 
should be.” 1 

As far as possible have those suggestions been carried 
out and that work done ? — There lias been a very large 
amount clone during the jiast twelve months. 

1016. You said that public accommodation had been 
provided by the Corporation in the markets. Have 
they also provided such accommodation in those poorer 
places to which you refer in your report? — They have 
accommodation in various places. They have not done 
it themselves, but they have compelled such places to 
be erected. 

1017. So as to lessen the nuisance ? — Those 1,500 
houses, I may mention, have not often a public place 
in connexion with them ; and on the other hand, in 
many streets one of the houses has been taken down 
for the accommodation of the others, and a properly 
built place put there. 

lOlS. Have a large number of public urinals been 
erected ? — Yes ; a large number. 

1019. Chairman. — With regard to the public 
slaughter-house, I asked was it in a thickly populated 
part of the town, and I was told it was not, and that 
the only person who complained of it was the gas 
engineer. You have inspected that place, I presume. 
Is it kept in a proper and wholesome condition ? — Tile 
man in charge of it appears to be most anxious to keep 
it in good oi-der. I know myself that the manure is 
removed from it very frequently ; I think every second 
day. 

1020. In your judgment is it to any extent a 
nuisance and dangerous to public health ? — Not to the 
smallest; extent. It was built with the view of 
obviating any public offence. 

1021. The depot at which the manure and the 
refuse of the streets is kept is also within the town, I 
understand, and near to houses ? — Not very near any 
houses ; the nearest are some houses in Stewart-street. 

1022. Is its locality an objectionable one, or one 
that is calculated to make it a nuisance and dangerous 
to public health?— It would be better if it were 
removed outside the borough, decidedly ; and I know 
that that is a question that has come before the com- 
mittee. I imagine that as far as they can see their 
way they will have that attended to. 

1023. Have you found injury to public health arising 
from its present position ? — None whatever; 

1024. But still you think it should be removed for 
better security for the public health 1 — As a matter of 
precaution, I think all those places should be removed 
outside the city. 

1025. Mr. Exham. — Have the Corporation ever 
tried to take steps to prevent the owners of house 
property, and so on, from draining into the Blackstaff? 
— No ; at least I am not aware that they have. 

1026. Because the refuse of the mills, where there 
is a large population daily employed, must necessarily 
pollute and foul the river; and also, can you say, if 
any steps have been taken to make such owners form 
large cesspools ? — I am not aware ; that does not come 
under my observation. 

1027. Under the Sanitary Acts it might come to be 
your duty to see that these owners should not be 

allowed to drain their refuse into the river? You are 

aware that under the present Act we are a very short 
time in operation, and we have not had much oppor- 
tunity of taking all the necessary steps. I think it 
would be a very proper thing if all the sewage were 
diverted out of the Blackstaff. Unquestionably these 
mills should be prevented from using the water of that 
river also. 

1028. Are there a separate set of carts provided for 
sanitary purposes as distinct from the scavenging?— No. 

1029. They are always able to get rid of the 
nuisances ? — Yes. 

1030. There is no difficulty in getting what carte 
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and horses are necessary for the purpose of removing 
the night-soil ? — Not the smallest. 

1031. Does it ever happen here that horses are 
kept in the houses of the people, or anything of that 
kin d 1 — If -we find anything of that kind, the people 
are instantly noticed to remove them. 

1032. Are pigs ever found under such circumstances 1 

There is a difficulty about pigs in the town ; hut we 

take as much precaution as we can to prevent pigs 
being kept in the houses ; and if they are complained 
of as nuisances the people are immediately ordered by 
Mr. Scott to have them removed ; or if the medical 
officer reports them, they are immediately ordered to 
be removed. I may observe that we have had from 
the inhabitants during the year 1,000 complaints all 
of wliicli have beeu attended to ; 2,288 notices have 
been served, and those were all attended to ; and we 
had to summon ninety-three parties — in some cases we 
got convictions, in others not. 

1033. You have a public analyst here 1 — Yes; Dr. 
Hodges, and you are aware that the food and drug 
department have been put under my charge, and 
whenever I have reason to suspect anything wrong 
with food or drugs, I get a man to take a sample to 
Dr. Hodges, who makes the analysis and reports to me, 
and the committee or myself may order a prosecution, 
or our paid solicitor. 

1034. Do you think there is a sufficient staff for the 
working of that Act ! — I would suggest that there 
should "be a man specially set apart for that work. 
He might have combined with it the inspection of 
some portion of the markets. In consequence of the 
sickness of the clerk of the markets, we have not yet 
got an arrangement with regal’d to the services of a 
tmh, hut it will I am sure, work very satisfactorily. 
I think before the end of the year we will have it all 
arranged and combine the two duties. 

1035. There has beeu apparently very little disease ? 
— Yes ; the statistics have been very low. The death- 
rate during the first quarter was 24-97 of the corrected 
population ; that is for the year 1S76. 

1036. In 1875 it was 26 1 1 — You will find that the 
death-rate was high in all towns in that year. We 
were decimal point one above Dublin last year. 

1037. Chairman. — According to their return you 
were -1 below Dublin last year? — For tliis year the 
first quarter is 1-24, and the second 22, : ;,. We have 
had very little zymotic disease this year, hut the early 
part of 1875 was high in that respect. 



103S. Had you a good deal of scarlatina and fever ? Beltast. 
— Yes, and a great deal of measles. This year we have Ztee. 13,187#. 
had a great deal of whooping-cough and diarrhoea Dr s “ el 
among the better classes, and a singular immunity j) rown e. 
among the poor. You can ascertain that by compar- 
ing the numbers returned by the dispensary medical 
officers, and the amount of deaths by the registrar- 
general’s returns. I do not think our annual death- 
rate would he more than about twenty-three. 

1039. Have you found much adulteration of food 
here ? — Well, principally in milk. We have taken up 
some butter and flour, but as a rule there has not been 
much food adulteration. We have had about 100 
specimens examined. 

1040. Mr. Lawless. — Are complaints from the in- 
habitants brought before your notice?— If the occasion 
requires, but not otherwise. 

1041. Supposing the executive sanitary officer does 
not do what the complainant requires, what does tlie 
complainant do then ; can he bring it before you ? — 

Yes ; and before the committee, and the committee 
will attend to any complaint that has not been attended 
to by the officers. Mr. Scott, in any case of doubt, 
always comes to me about it and consults me. We 
work very harmoniously in our department. 

1042. As a rule are the complaints of the public at- 
tended to ? — When well founded they are invariably 
attended to, and as far as possible the cause of them 
removed. 

1043. Chairman. — Are they at least always inves- 
tigated? — Yes; some of them are very trifling — a 
wrangle between two women, and that sort of thing. 

1044. Mr. Lawless. — In your opinion are the 
meetings of the sanitary committee held sufficiently 
frequently at sufficiently short intervals ? — I think so, 
decidedly ; because in the meantime we do all that is 
necessary. The meetings are regularly held every 
Thursday. 

1045. Mr. Exham. — Do a sufficient number of 
the committee attend to form a quorum? — We have 
always a quorum. We never have had any adjourn- 
ments. Three form a quorum in all committees. I 
may remark that the sanitary committee makes a full 
report to the council. 

1046. I suppose the water supplied by the Water 
Commissioners is good water ?— Excellent water, and 
it has been frequently analyzed. The water supplied 
through Belfastis principally the drainageofpasture and 
upland, and that next to spring water is about the best. 



Dr. James Atcheson 

1047. Chairman. — You are, I believe, an alderman 
and have been a member of the Corporation for several 
years ? — Yes, fourteen or fifteen years. 

1048. You axe the chairman of the police committee, 

I believe ? — Yes : since Mr. Black became solicitor to 
tbe Corporation ; he preceded me. 

1049. And that committee has charge of the cleans- 
ing and lighting of the streets, I believe ? — They have. 

1050. Do the town surveyor and the officer who has 
charge of the cleansing and sweeping of the streets, 
the street inspector, act under the directions of that 
committee ? — They do. 

1051. Are the streets well swept and cleansed in 
your judgment ? — They are. 

1052. Are the back lanes and back alleys attended 
to as well as the main thoroughfares ? — The back lanes, 
narrow lanes, and places of that kind are swept regu- 
larly daily, early in tbe morning. 

1053. Did you hear by Dr. Browne’s evidence on 
that point, that in consequence of the uncleanly habits 
of the occupants of the lanes and alleys it was impos- 
sible to keep them as clean as was desirable ? — It is, 
very often ; and I think our police force do not do 
what they should in that respect, by enabling us to 
bring up people who deposit things on the streets im- 
mediately after they are swept. We have appointed 
men to look after that, in addition to the police, to 
prosecute parties who deposit nuisances on the streets. 

1054. Have any communications passed between 



Alexander examined. nr - James 

. . ... Atcheson 

you and Captain Bailey the cluei inspector ox the Alexander, 
police force on that subject? — Yes. 

1055. And has he expressed himself as willing and 
desirous that the police should act in that capacity ? 

I cannot say just from memory now so exactly as to 
that or not, hut there Lave been frequent communi- 
cations between us, and Mr. Bailey has been always 
willing to aid us and has given orders that these things 
should he carried out. 

1056. Mr. Black has told us that the police do not 
do some of these duties very satisfactorily?—! might 
say it was the unanimous voice of the town that the 
police do not act as they are expected to do in carrying 
out the requirements of the local Acts and the by-laws. 

There is one thing that is much complained of— the 

regulation of the traffic. 

1057. And though your committee is styled the 
police committee, it has nothing whatever to do with 
the police beyond drawing cheques for the yearly 
accounts. Really and truly the duties of your com- 
mittee are to take charge of the cleansing of the 
streets and the lighting of the borough. Are not 
these the main duties ? — Yes ; these are the main 
duties. We feel it very irksome to have nothing to 
do at all with the police hut pay the accounts when 
presented. We have nothing to say with regard to 
the accounts, and we contend fairly enough, I think, 
and it is generally admitted, that where there is taxa- 
tion there should be representation, hut we have no 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SO LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 



Belfast. voice in the matter at all. I tliink the principal 
Dec. is, 1876. reason for that is the large payments for extra police 
Dr. James brought in on special occasions here. The police 
Atcheson payments last year amounted to £16,000, while a few 
Alexander. years back they only amounted to £8,000 or £9,000, 
and we cannot estimate for these payments at the 
beginning of the year. We have no control over 
them whatever, and when the extra police even have 
been brought here they have been retained much 
longer than we thought was necessary ; and I may 
just state that it is the almost universal opinion of 
the inhabitants of the town that the reg ular force we 
have here would be quite sufficient to preserve the 
peace of the town, aided by the military, whom we 
have always here. The general opinion is that the 
military would be much more successful in keeping 
the peace of the town than an extra force of police 
would, and the former would cost us nothing. If it 
could be done we would be willing to pay something 
to the military if they were called out, because we 
would thus save the travelling expenses of the police 
to and from long distances. 

1058. We understand that a redistribution of the 
force cannot take place until July next? — There 
ought to be a revision. The people expected or hoped 
that they would obtain some assistance by this inquiry, 
in order to get some alterations made with regard to 
the police. 

1059. All we can do is to take a note of your 
objections from a financial point of view. I think we 
cannot travel beyond that. 

1060. Witness. — You will permit me to mention 
that the police committee have the charge of the fire 
brigade. Soldiers have been permitted to come out 
and assist at fires, and we have found them very 
efficient, and paid them the usual charge for helpers. 
We therefore think that they might be allowed to 
come out on some occasions to quell riots, and we 
would be quite willing to pay in the same way for the 
duty that would be involved in their so doing. I 
heard an observation made with regard to the manure 
yard. It is the intention of the committee to provide 
a better site for it if they can obtain one. They 
have been doing all they could to get other places in 
which to deposit the manure taken out. We have had 
an objection raised occasionally, but very seldom, 
about the present locality ; but at the beginning of 
this year we raised a wall around the yard consider- 
ably, and we have heard no objection to it since that. 

1061. Dr. Browne stated that you, as a medical man, 
would give us your opinion as to whether it is injurious 
to public health where it now stands? — I frequently 
visited it, and never could say that it was injurious to 
public health. 

1062. Do you agree with him that it would be 
better in a less thickly populated neighbourhood ? — 
The neighbourhood is not thickly populated. It would 
be better outside the town than in it; I quite a<ree 
with him in that. 

1063. And it is at present under consideration if 
you can get a convenient place for it?— Yes ; it has 
been under consideration for the past two years. We 
endeavoured to get a tramway laid, so that it could be 
sent out from the Central Railway, which runs adjacent 
to the manure yard ; and we intended to have rails 
laid there, so that trucks could run alongside and the 
deposit be taken outside the town altogether. 

1064. Has the scheme of main drainage and the 
purification of the Blackstaff come specially under your 
observation as chairman of the committee? — Not 
specially. 

1065. It _ has come under your observation, I sup- 
pose, as a member of the Corporation ? — Yes, as a 
member of the Corporation. 

1066. Would you tell us what are the difficulties 

and the obstacles as to carrying out that scheme ? I 

frequently asked information on that point myself, and 
I have always been told that private interests have 
prevented the Corporation from carrying out what 
they wished to do. They have no authority to do 
what is necessary. 



1067. You say “private interests” — do you mean 
that there is opposition to it on behalf of private indi- 
viduals ? — Not at all. Those having property adjacent 
to the Blackstaff have water rights and interests in the 
river. It is the mill owners and others, and 1 may as 
well state that in my opinion if there was not a sin<de 
sewer discharging into the Blackstaff it would lie 
polluted, because the water is used several times for 
cooling purposes in connexion with the mills, and it 
gets mixed up with the oil and other matter, and 
heated, so that in that way it becomes a nuisance of 
itself even without any sewage matter passing into it. 

1068. What is your idea of the best outlet for the 
sewage of the town — the best means of preventing the 
water from being infected ? — My own opinion is that 
it should be carried as far down the river as possible • 
but we are prevented from doing that I believe. 

1069. How — by the Harbour Commissioners? 

Well expense is one cause, and getting the drainage 
through private property is another, and carrying it two 
or three miles down the river would be very expensive. 

1070. That is part of the scheme that is now under 
the consideration of the Town Council to cany out the 
sewage to a certain point, and that is what the Harbour 
Commissioners object to your doing ? — They wish us 
to carry it much further down the river than the point 
where we intended to discharge it. My own opinion 
is decidedly that the further it is carried down the 
river the better, because if it is deposited at certain 
places it is liable to be brought up again. One objec- 
tion to the system of drainage is that so much slob 
land will be bared, and if the river was narrowed at 
certain places, and did not leave any ground uncovered 
with water I think it would improve that very 
much. 

1071. Mr. Lawless. — In other words if that slob 
land were reclaimed ! — Raised, and the river narrowed. 

1072. Chairman. — Do you think the Corporation 
are really desirous to carry out an effective system of 
sewerage for the town if they can see their way to doing 
so without involving themselves in litigation ? — Every 
member of the Corporation is as anxious as any other 
person could possibly be. 

1073. Mr. Lawless.— I suppose the use of the 
water of the Blackstaff is considered necessary by the 
mill owners for cooling purposes ? — Yes. 

1074. And then their proprietary interests would 
interfere to prevent them assenting to any change in 
the present state of things ? — Just so. But I know 

. some of them would be very glad if improvements 
were curried out, provided the dams were made higher 
up so as to give them a supply of water for their mill 
purposes. 

10' 5. If it happened that some of those gentlemen 
were members of the Corporation, would they be as 
willing as others to carry out these plans?— I have 
spoken to some who are members of the Corporation, 
and some who are not, and one, at least, has expressed 
his willingness that improvements should be carried 
out, and said he would contribute towards the expense 
of making impounding dams ; others said they had 
already expended a good deal of money themselves, and 
that, therefore, they could not he expected to con- 
tribute anything towards the cost of the dams. 

1076. Chairman. — There was one point in Dr. 
Browne’s evidence to which I wish to refer you, and I 
wish to ask you if it has been considered by you or 
other members of the Corporation. He mentioned 
the difficulty experienced in accurately determining 
the health statistics in districts Nos. 9 and 10, because 
they are partly outside the urban sanitary authority, 
the municipal boundary ; and he states, I observe, 
that if the portions of 9 and 10 districts could he 
joined to the other urban districts to which they are 
adjoining, it would tend to greater convenience for the 
purpose to which he alludes. Has the question as to 
whether that suggestion could he carried into effect 
ever been considered by the Corporation — by reducing 
the number of the districts and adding 9 and 10 to 
the adjacent districts? — It has been talked of, hut . 
whether by the Corporation or not I do not know. It 
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was talked of by the Poor Law Guardians and by the 
dispensary committee that regulates the district ; but 
I do not know whether the question has ever been 
considered by the Corporation. 

1077. Of course that could not be done without the 
consent of the Local Government Board. Any re- 
distribution of those districts would have to be sub- 
mitted to the Local Government Board, would it not ? 
— I cannot speak as to that of my own knowledge. 

1078. If you are desirous of getting accurate re- 
turns of the vital statistics of the borough, the carry- 
ing out of Dr. Browne’s suggestion would be a con- 
venient thin g, would it not ? — I think the present 
returns are incomplete, and anything that would con- 
tribute to their- being made more reliable, would be 
desirable. "With regard to the scavenging of the 
town, I wish to observe that we have a contract for a 



certain number of lror-ses, and we supply the carts. Belfast. 
We have a contract for the horses by the year. If Dec. 13 , 1-0 
the number is less than the contract at any time, the Dr 
inspectors have instructions to employ others, where- Atcheson 
ever they can get them, and at whatever price they Alexander, 
can get them at ; and the instruction of the police 
committee has been — “ Employ any number that may 
be necessary at any cost.” They are not restricted ; 
and we wish to carry out the regulations as well as we 
possibly can. 

1079. They are not obliged to wait for another 
meeting of the committee for extra horses, if they re- 
quire them ? — Not at all. 

1080. The manure is sold fortnightljq I believe, so 
that it is not allowed to accumulate ? — Yes, it is sold 
fortnightly by auction. 



Mr. Coway Scott examined. Mi. 



1081. Mr. Exham. — You are the executive sanitary 
officer here ? — Yes. 

10S2. And by profession you are a civil engineer 1 
— Yes. 

1083. You were appointed immediately after the 
passing of the Act of 1874 ? — I was appointed just two 
years ago at the beginning of next year — the first of 
the mouth. 

1084. Do you give your entire time to the Corpora- 
tion — to looking after the sanitary operations ? — Yes ; 
I give my entire time to looking after the sanitary 
operations. 

1085. Are they all carried out under your direction 1 
— Yes; I am responsible for them to the sanitary 
committee. 

10SG. You have six sub-officers. Five at 25s. a 
week, and one at 20s. ? — Yes, and he got au increase 
lately or will get one. 

10S7. Have you authority yourself to act in the 
ordinary cases without waiting for the action of the 
sanitary committee 1 — Yes ; I act at once in all oi-di- 
nary cases. Such a notice as this is sex-ved (hands in 
fox-m of xxotice). 

108S. You sex-ve the necessary notice, an<T certify 
the time at which it is to be doixe or pi-oceedings will 
be taken against them ? — Yes ; and px-oceed against 
thexxx. 

10S9. In other cases than the ordiixary oxxes what 
do you do 1 — If I could not go myself, or if I had 
some doubt about it I would seud to the dispensary 
office!-, and he would go and x-epox-t. 

1090. Do you yoxn-self personally see that in all 
cases of complaint the cause of complaint is x-emoved ? 
— As far as practicable I do. I woxxld select a cex-tain 
number out of the weekly reports, and go round and 
see them made right. 

1091. Do you send a sub-officer to see the other 
places ? — I would keep check by their not knowing to 
what place I intended going to see. The weekly re- 
pox-t would be in this form — (hands in fox-m of the 
weekly report). 

1092. Do you give this in every week! — Evex-y 
week. I read them every Thursday moi-ning. 

1093. As I understand this you insert the entire 
wox-k done under your direction? — Yes. 

1094. At the end I see x-eports of a number of sum- 
monses, and these cases were withdrawn the nuisance 
being abated? — Evex-y week the sanitary committee 
have a record of what is done the week befox-e, and 
they have a full report of the wox-k that is cax-ried out. 

1 095. Chairman. — What is the nature of your in- 
spection of schools ? — We find it is vexy desirable to 
inspect the National schools where there are a great 
many childx-en, and we endeavoxu- as fax- as possible to 
see that there is no overcrowding. Sickness very often 
begins in the schools. 

1096. Is twenty-nine the number of slaughter - 
houses ? — I think it is about thirty-foux\ 

1097. You never seem to ixxspect less than twenty- 
nine in the week? — Some of them would not reqxxire 
so much inspection as others. 



1098. And you inspect from seventy to eighty ‘ co 
lodging-houses in the week ? — Yes. 

1099. Mr. Lawless. — 6th December, 1876, 112 
streets and lanes are inspected for sanitax-y pux-poses. 

I suppose the men under you give x-etiu-ns of what 
they do ? — Yes ; aud then thex-e is a summary made out. 

1100. Chairman. — Thex-e appears to he not a single 
week in which less than 100 to 140 privies or ashpits 
have been cleaned out ? — Yes ; it takes the gi-eatest 
care to see that it is done. 

1101. Mr. Exham. — In the pox-tion of the town 
where tlxei-e are no privies or water-closets what do 
yoxx do ? — I could not say that there are any houses in 
Belfast with none. They may have confined accom- 
modation, five ox- six of the hoxxses having the use of 
the one pit ; and in sxxclx case I woxild call on the 
laudlox-d to clean that pit. We have not got maxxy 
watex--closets amongst the poor classes in Belfast. 

1102. Ahoxxt how often are these pits cleaned 
where you say thei-e is one common pit to five or six 
houses ? — We would txy to get them cleaned once a 
week. 

1103. Are they covex-ed-in places? — The privy 
woxxld be covered in, but the pit would be the usual 
open pit. 

1104. I undei-stood from Dr. Bx-owne that there was 
a considex-able pox-tion of the town in which the people 
could do nothing except throw the filth in the sti-eets ? 

— That would requir e explanation. They throw it in 
the streets to px-event us from noticing them to cleanse 
the pit. Even if they have accommodation they will 
throw it ixx the streets. Of course there might be 
some houses where they might have no accommoda- 
tion, hut they are vexy few. 

1105. Are the houses which have water-closets con- 
nected by drains — with the main sewers, where there 
are main sewers within 100 feet of the houses? — : I 
think as a general x-ule the water-closets are coixnected 
with the sewers. 

1106. Have you made an examination from house 
to house to find that out? — I have not. That is a 
thing I could hardly tell. I examined the Antrixn- 
x-oad, and I found the houses were connected where 
they possibly could be connected. Some of them were 
more than 100 feet from the main sewex-. 

1107. Did you see that those beyond 100 feet from 
the sewex- had cesspools ? — They made all the airange- 
ments they could. 

1108. With regard to the scavenging of the smaller- 
lanes and alleys of the town, do you see that it is pro- 
perly attended to? — I have nothing to do -with it. It 
is done by the scavenging department. 

1109. Do you find any difficulty from not having a 
sufficient supply of water for public pxu-poses in cai-xy- 
ing out the sanitary operations — flushing the sewex-s 
or washing the stx-eets? — I could hardly give an 
opinion as to that. It would not come under my 
notice. 

1110. What about the Blaekstaff? — I think there 
is a good deal depends on the cleaning of the bed of 
the Blaekstaff. When we notice any accumulation in 
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the river we send word to the surveyor’s department, 
and they send the men to clean it. 

1111. Have you taken any steps to prevent auy 
persons — millowners or anyone — from sending matter 
into the river — I do not mean the refuse from the 
mills, but the sewage matter ! — I would hardly like to 
say to one party anything for doing what is done 
all over the river. Up to the present I have taken no 
steps in the matter. I would not exactly know how 
to go about it. The thing has gone on for a long 
time. 

11 Id. You say the bed of it is cleaned out occa- 
sionally ? — Very frequently, when the tide is low, they 
send men to clean out that black sediment that accu- 
mulates in it. 

1113. Is it sent down the river or put on the shove ? 
— It would be put on the shore and carted away as 
far as I know. 

1114. Are complaints made to you about the con- 
dition of the river by people near it I — I do not 
think there was ever a formal complaint lodged in 
the office about the condition of the Black staff. 

1115. Then the action of the sanitary authority in 
getting it cleaned comes from themselves, and not 
because complaints are made by the inhabitants ? — I 
do not say there is not a good deal of public feeling 
about it, but I do not think there was ever any com- 
plaint lodged in the office complaining of that parti- 
cular thing. 

1116. While things remain as they are it must 
continue as it is? — It will always be the same as it is 
until some arrangements are made to prevent the 
sewage matter from going into it. 

HIT. I suppose you see that the lodging-houses 
comply with the by-laws l — I measure them every 
year to see that they lix the number of lodgers. I 
measure each room — the number of feet in it. 

1118. In case of infectious disease, do you see that 
the houses in which it takes place are afterwards dis- 
infected? — Yes ; we notice the landlords to have the 
houses whitewashed and fumigated. In a great many 
cases they take chloride of lime and try to get the 
people to go to the hospital. 

1119. With regard to the clothes, do yon see that 
they are destroyed? — We burned clothes a short time 
ago — the bedding and mattress — in a case of small- 
pox. We do that when the doctors say that it is 
required. 

1120. Have you known many cases of infectious 
disease where the parties would not go to the hospital ? 
— I think the prejudice against the hospital is rapidly 
being removed. There used to be a great prejudice 
against it. The people used to be very unwilling to 
go to the hospital. I do not find that to the same 
extent now. 

1121. Are you always able to get a car from the 
hospital to have them removed? — They keep a hoi-se 



Mi-. John James 

1134. Chairman. — You are the borough surveyor ? 
— Yes. 

1135. And have been surveyor for fifteen years? — 
Yes. 

1136. You are, I believe, a member of the institute 
of civil engineers ? — I am. 

1137. Have you charge of all the engineering 
works and the repairs, of all public works within the 
borough? — Yes. 

1138. A great many streets we heard already, with- 
in the last few years, have been opened and sewerage 
made — does that apply to the town on both sides of 
the river — the part in the county Down and the more 
important part in the county Antrim ? — Very much in 
the county Antrim and very much in the county Down. 

1139. The 29th clause in the Belfast Act of 1868 
provides that Ballymacarrett and Ballynafeigh are 
to get £6,000. Was that sum set apart for them? 
— Very much more than that has beenget apart forthem. 

1140. Last year it would seem that upwards of 
£7,000 was expended upon Ballymacarrett? — Yes; 



and ear, and send it down to the place and have the 
people taken away if they are willing to go at all. 

1122. Chairman. — Have they got more than one 
ambulance 1 — I am not certain about that. 

1123. As a matter of fact you have not found any 
difficulty in getting that ambulance when required? — 
We have not. 

1124. Mr. Exham. — In the case of a person dying 
of any infections disease, what do you do with regard 
to the body — do you do anything? — We never had 
any occasion to take any steps. I think there are 
legal powers which would enable us to remove the 
body, but we never had occasion to do so. 

1125. Chairman. — You have no mortuary to which 
you can remove .the body of any person dying oi' in- 
fectious disease ? — No ; there is only the Morgue. 

1126. Mr. Exham. — Has anyone reported that 
there are six open and offensive drains near where 
they lived ? — They would be drains that people were 
getting cleansed. Where there is a drain running 
along a field for a long distance it would be too much 
to expect them to pipe it. 

1127. Chairman. — Dr. Browne said they were out- 
side the borough boundary. 

1128. Mr. Exham. — Are these six drains in the 
populous parts of the town? — No; they are not inside 
the town. 

1129. I see you hail a good many houses this year 
in which there M‘as contagious disease, for you fumi- 
gated 252 ? — Yes, by the owners ; and sometimes we 
got them done ourselves. 

1 1 30. Did that number of cases of contagious disease 
exist this year? — I have no doubt of it. That, no 
doubt, included measles, and so on. We generally 
returned anything that the doctor returned to us as- 
contagious disease. 

1131. Chairman. — Would that, then, embrace the 
houses in which there were cases of measles and 
whooping-cough 1 — Yes. We generally like to get the 
houses cleaued, and I would take that opportunity to 
have it done. 

1132. Mr Exham. — From your personal knowledge 
of Belfast, are you able to say that the sanitary con- 
dition of the town is improving ? — I am certain of it. 
I think it is. 

1133. hli-. Lawless. — I see here in the sanitary 
week ending the Gth September, 1876, you have had 
five places provided with yards and accommodation. 
Do you mean to say that the Corporation gave addi- 
tional premises for making them ? — I would notice the 
man to give additional accommodation. There might 
be property in the rear which he gets into his hands, 
and after he did so he would be made to provide sani- 
tary accommodation. A good many were done in that 
way. If a space in the rear of the house is purchased 
by the owner he is made to get yards and privies con- 
structed. 



Montgomery examined. 

about £23,000 have been spent in drainage works in 
Bally maearrett, but a large portion of that comes from 
the owners of property. More than £6,000, however, 
has been set apart out of the funds of the Corporation 
irrespective of what was recovered from the owners of 
property. It was at my own suggestion that that 
£6,000 was put in the Act, so that I know all about it. 

1141. The 27th section provides that the cost of the 
sewers shall be apportioned Is. 3d. on the general pur- 
poses rate, and the residue on the district sewerage rate, 
and on the owners of property, as provided by the 60th 
section of the Belfast Act of 1865; does it come under 
your department to see that that is done in all 
cases? — Yes. 

1142. There is another clause in this Act imme- 
diately following the one referring to Ballymacarrett. 
which gives power to close a passage in the rear of 
the Belfast Bank, between Donegall-street and North- 
street, has that been done ? — I must explain that. At 
the time of the passing of that Act we were not quite 
sure of the exact position of the piece of ground that 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



we were to get. andtlie banking company would not posi- 
tively give an undertaking to set the bank back within 
any given time ; but in point of fact, they have entered 
into an agreement with the Corporation in pursuance 
of the powers of that Act, and strictly within the 
powers of that section by which we have agreed with 
the owners of the bank. They have given the Corpo- 
ration ground to widen North-street, and entered into 
an agreement with the Corporation, either to set the 
bank back, or to give the Corporation a sum of money 
^ £1,500) towards the continuation of the widening of 
North-street, which lias already taken place, adjoining 
the bank. In the immediate neighbourhood of the 
bank you will see that considerable improvement lias 
been carried out, and at any moment the Town Council 
wish to call upon them to contribute this £1,500 to- 
wards the widening of the street in the neighbourhood 
of the bank, they will pay it, and we are now in treaty 
with owners of property to do so, as far as £1,500 
will go. Tliev have already paid £650 for improve- 
ments out of the £1,500 

1143. The real object of course was to widen the 
street? — Yes. We were most anxious that the bank 
should be set back, but unfortunately the bank some 
time ago lost £150,000, and that lias prevented them 
from rebuilding, but I have no doubt tlie bank will be 
rebuilt soon, and set back as intended. 

1 144. Mr. Exham. — Will they be obliged to set it 
back after giving you the £1,500 ? — Yes; there is a 
clause in the agreement providing for that. In that 
case we are bound to disgorge the £1,500 — (hands in 
agreement between the Corporation and the Banking 
Company.) 

1145. Chairman. — Was it not yon who prepared 
this scheme for the drainage of the borough ? — It was. 
fFov summaiy of this scheme see Appendix No. 9, 
jiage -10.] 

1146. Did you consult Mr. Bazalgette on the 
.subject '? — Yes ; he ciune to Belfast and examined that 
scheme, and reported in its favour, and afterwards 
assisted us in promoting a Bill in Parliament to carry 
it out He substantially adhered to my scheme. 

1147. Did you prepare any estimate of the cost of 
that scheme l— 1 That scheme was prepared in 1866, and 
it would therefore cost a very much greater sum now. 
I have apprehensions as to tlie applicability of that 
scheme at present. It only proposed a system within 
the borough, and it w r as to have cost then £160,000 ; 
but in my report other works were included which 
were intended to remove annoyances from water under 
which the people of Belfast suffer — the water from the 
Cave-hill Mountain that causes floods was not dealt 
with in this £160,000. It was laid down in the 
scheme, but not included in the estimate of these 
works. The impounding reservoirs that were pi'oposed 
in that scheme to save the town from so much Hooding 
would have cost at least £100,000 ; and it was hoped 
that we would have been able to turn into a blessing, 
from being as they now are a public calamity, these 
waters from the mountains, and lie able to give the 
mill-owners an abundant supply of water. I think I 

* heard it mentioned here that we were in treaty with 
the mill-owners as to a joint scheme for impounding 
the water. We had two or three meetings at wdiich 
Sir Charles Lanyon and myself were present, and we 
did all we could with them ; but we could not go on. 
There was a third part of the scheme to prevent these 
floodings. A great question was how to dispose of the 
sewage ; and that was not included in the estimate 

because we proposed to waste it in the tideway a 

most injudicious coiu-se of proceeding. Supposing 
that this scheme was carried out it would have cost 
£200,000. That would not save us from the flooding, 
but would create the greatest nuisance in the harbour. 
However, I do not pin my faith to any works of the 
kind because I honestly believe that one-third of the 
scheme would be veiy little use, and it was rather 
fortunate we did not get that scheme without the 
reclamation and the irrigation. 

114S. Your chief object was, of course, to make 



the water your servant and not your master? — Belfast. 

Yes. You have heard a great deal of tlie Black- Dec. is. isrc. 
stalf, but really tlie Pound Burn is the worst portion. — 
From time immemorial it has been used as a common 
sewer for a large portion of Belfast. You know this Montgomery, 
river was the conduit to carry off tlie refuse water of 
that district, and it is so still. When I was appointed 
to the office of surveyor, the town was subject to 
flooding tlmee or four times every year. I and my 
assistant had to give orders for horses and carts to 
rescue the people out of their dwellings. Durliam- 
street was flooded often. The people were in danger 
of their lives. Subscriptions were got up to relieve 
the sufferers. I was very much ashamed to hear any- 
one say that this state of things is not decidedly better 
now, because the works that tlie Council have carried 
out reduced the flooding very nearly as much as they will 
be able to reduce it at any time. It is true that when 
the whole country was flooded part of Belfast was 
flooded, but nothing in comparison with what it was 
in previous years. I say that since these works were 
completed the flooding is abated, except in isolated 
cases — for instance, cellars built thirty years ago below 
the level of tlie drains and below the level of the tide. 

I have got most of these built up. Before we got the 
Act of 1865 we had very little power over persons 
laying out streets and buildings ; and two or three 
streets some years ago were laid out below the level 
of the tide, and these streets were completely flooded 
tlie other clay, and will be always flooded. We do not 
allow anything of that sort to be done now. We insist 
upon all the floors being laid above the level of the tide. 

1149. You got those powers under the Act of 1SG5 
and 1868 ? — Yes. I saw by the newspapers the other 
day that the passage under the llecord Court was 
flooded the other day. Tlie architect of these build- 
ings, without consulting me, as he should have done, 
made a subterranean passage below the level of the 
tide. This passage should never have been allowed to 
he constructed, and the sooner it is filled up the better. 

1150. Does this passage lead to the cells? — It is 
the way by which they bring the prisoners to the 
cells. I should have mentioned to you that dealing 
with this plague pest of ours, the Blackstaff. the coun- 
cil have constructed four great arterial overflows from 
it — short cuts towards the tideway of the Lagan — ancl 
that is what has abated tbe floodings. There are four 
of them ; a man can walk in them from one end to the 
other ; they are three or four feet high, and when 
great floods come these channels take away the water 
down the tide-way, and without exaggeration I may 
say that nine-tenths of the floodings have been abated 
by providing these four additional outlets. This river 
is cleaned out — I can’t say eveiy month, because tlie 
tide won’t allow us, but it is cleaned out frequently — 
when the men can get in, and tlie lowering of the bed 
lias contributed greatly to the carrying off of the 
water, and therefore immensely prevented the flood- 
ings. I presented a very careful report on this matter 
many years ago, in which I advised that the bed 
should he brought to a uniform level, that a uniform 
full should be given from end to end, and after that 
that it should he made into a wholesome open sewer 
because I contended that a wholesome open sewer 
with the river flowing through it is much better than 
any sewers that are long stagnant. 

1151. Is the Blackstaff a rapid stream? — At times 
exceedingly rapid. It has its source in a mountain 1 , 600 
feet high ; this sends torrents of water down it. Some 
persons wished to cover it over, and I advised them 
not — that it was better to regulate it, and keep it open. 

A scheme was prepared, and we got Mr. Harrison, 
our counsel, to come down to Belfast, and he with our 
solicitor and myself spent two days over this notable 
scheme, hut we found the rights of the mill-owners so 
strong in this river, and our rights so weak, that we 
could not touch it without an Act of Parliament. The 
bed of the river has been raised artificially for im- 
pounding water for the mill-owners’ purposes at all the 
great mills. We proceeded rather injudiciously to 
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remove one of those mill dams that had been disused, 
c. and we were served with a notice from Chancery ; and 
we had to go back to the part}’ and ask pardon, and 
put back the rubbish. Mr. Harrison’s advice was 
that we would hare to pay compensation to every 
mill owner upon the stream ; and therefore the scheme 
for regulating the river fell through. They then told 
us to go to Parliament for this scheme ; but some of 
the inhabitants got alarmed at the cost, and they did 
not proceed with the bill. It was promoted in 1870 
and 1871, and the preamble had passed standing orders. 
It was first withdrawn in consequence of a divided 
opinion as to what was to be done, and that divided 
opinion still exists. Glasgow, Birmingham and Man- 
chester are in the same state and don’t know what to 
do with their sewage. 

1152. By your scheme, at what point below high 
water would you discharge the sewage! — At the 
farthest point away from the borough we could go — to 
discharge into the next deepest channel, and only to 
discharge it at the top of the tide, so that when the 
tide was ebbing, it would cany it out to sea, and that 
would involve pumping by steam engines. 

1153. Have not the drainage works you have carried 
out in the borough cost some £50,000 within the last 
lew years ! — Yes ; and they are a subsidiary portion 
of our main drainage scheme, so that we have not been 
idle. 

1154. Can you say to what extent the number of 
houses in the town and the population have increased 
since your appointment as town surveyor 1 — The popu- 
lation is almost doubled : the increase in the popula- 
tion between 1861 and 1S71 was over one-third; the 
number of houses in 1861 was 18,595, and the popu- 
lation 121,602; and in 1871, the number of houses 
was 27,691 ; and the population as against that of 
1861 was 174,394. 

1155. You have had a great number of houses built 
since 1871 ? — About a thousand every year on an 
average for several years ; and if you take 6-2 as the 
proportion of persons to each house, you will have an 
increase in the population of about 6,000 a year ; and 
I am sure I am within the mark. If you bike the 
new houses and add them to what we had in 1871 
you will find that you have now a population of about 
210,000 — if you go by the new houses. 

1156. That would be 210,000 in 1876, as against 
121,000 in 1861 Yes. 

1157. Has proper drainage been provided for all 
the new houses that have been built! — can you under- 
take to say that! — Yes, with tins qualification: that 
there are new houses in the suburbs where we have 
: -it been able as yet to push arterial drainage. We 
have drained the roads, but there are still roads where 
cesspools have to be used ; but they are very limited. 
We are just finishing a large portion of the sewage 
ol a district, which will relieve us from cesspools. 

115S. When houses are built more than 100 feet 
fi'om the main sewer, do you always insist upon the 
construction of cesspools! — Yes ; and to have them 
cleaned out as often as we think necessary. We also 
insist upon the house being connected with the main 
sewer when practicable, and, before anyone can proceed 
to build, the drawings and particulars are deposited 
with the town suiweyor. 

1159. The building clauses of the Act of 1865 are 
enforced, I suppose %— Rigidly enforced. 

1160. Mr. Lawless. — Do you enforce what is set 
forth in the 95th section! — Yes; particularly about 
the. drainage. That section in particular I have to be 
satisfied about. 

1161. Before you allow the foundation of any 
house to be made! — Yes. 

1162. Do you see that the portions of that clause 
are enforced in every case 1 — In every case the first 
thing we look after is the drainage of the houses. 

1163. This portion of the clause requires that the 
drain is to be connected before laying the foundations 
of the house! — We do not insist upon that if it be 



carried on simultaneously with the building of the 
house. The plans give the levels and lines and all the 
particulars of the sewer, but I do not insist upon its 
being constructed before commencing to build. 

1164. Chairman. — But before the house is occupied 

do you see that there is a proper sewer constructed 1 

Every house built is inspected, and there may have 
been cases — a case will occur now and then — where 
work has been scamped over; but I think on the 
whole the building regulations are honestly and fairly 
carried out, and that the builders show a disposition to 
help us. 

1165. Suppose you have a building where this 
portion of the clause is not complied with simul- 
taneously with the building of the house, what do you 
do then ! — We first notice the parties and then issue 
a summons to have the tiling remedied. If it is a 
wilful isolation, in which a penalty can be enforced, 
I do not notice them; but if it is a tiling to he 
remedied, and I find the people willing to do it, I do 
not summon them. . There are some cases in which 
the penalty is enforced at once. If a man leaves the 
public street in a dangerous state at night we enforce 
the penalty. There is hardly a week that we have 
not cases in the police' court, but still we get a great 
many* of these things remedied without having to go 
to court. 

1166. Then you say the objects of the Act are car- 
ried out! — They are substantially earned out very 
firmly indeed. I do not say that all the regulations 
we ought to have are included in them, but such as 
they are they are honestly carried out. 

1167. Is there not some provision with regard to 
persons occupying houses before the streets are paved 
or properly drained i — We occasionally allow houses 
to be occupied when the works are in progress or being 
carried on : there is a great demand for houses in 
Belfast, and they are often occupied quite too soon. 
For many years the sewage works, street works, and 
all works were at a stand still owing to the Chancery 
suit. When we got our powers enlarged and amended 
in 1S66 an enormous quautity of work had to be done ; 
and the pressure of that work was so great that you 
will see we have not been able even yet to overtake 
the whole of it. I should think at this moment there 
are one hundred streets built on, and not yet completed. 
There is great difficulty often in getting material and 
workmen ; but I do not think in any town in the 
three kingdpms — I know a great many of them, and I 
do not know any in which more work has been done 
to private streets than we have done here. 

1168. You sewered and paved no less than seventy- 
nine hist year. We see last year that a very large 
sum of money was expended on that particular outlay! 
— Yes, at the cost of the owners : that is where the 
houses are inhabited before the streets are paved. The 
town has been growing rapidly, and it was so long — 
seven years — neglected. 

1169. Mr. Lawless. — In those cases in which houses 
are occupied before the works are finished, are the 
Corporation still engaged in sewering them ; or do 
they allow those works to remain at a stand still, and 
do’nothing % — The Corporation issue compulsory orders 
in all such cases. When a few houses are built in a 
street this order gives the owner a certain time to do 
the work, but in a great majority of cases the owner 
carries out the works under my supervision and that 
of my staff. 

1170. You expended £30,000 on sewage, paving, 
and other street works ! — That does not include the 
works we are talking of : the works we are talking of 
are done at the cost of the owners. The Corporation 
pay a very small portion of it. 

1171. Chairman. — You mean there is a great deal 
done that would not come into this account 1 — I should 
say there has been £100,000 laid out on streets within 
the last few years which does not appear in the Corpo- 
ration accounts at all. I merely certify the cost to the 
owners when we do it, and they pay it. 

1172. Irrespective of this £30,000, was that large 
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sum which never appeared in the accounts expended 
bj' owners alone? — Yes; especially during the last 
ten years ; sometimes we had fifty such streets going 
on together, solely at the cost of the owners or 
almost. 

1173. And yet at the same time entirely under 
your control ? — Every item of the work must be done 
under my control and that of my staff. I have a 
large staff. 

1174. You have charge of all the municipal 
buildings generally, including the markets, cemetery, 
the slaughter-houses, and gasworks ? — All the works 
of the Council except the gasworks. If there was a 
quay to be constructed or anything of that kind I 
would superintend it. 

1175. The markets have been considerably enlarged 
since you have been the surveyor ? — Indeed they have 
been re-constructed; every year a considerable sum 
of money has been expended in attending to the 
markets. 

117G. You say there have been seventy-nine streets 
sewered and paved in the last year ? — I say that there 
have been 750 streets sewered and paved at the cost 
of the owners during the last ten years ; that would 
give an average of seventy-five streets each year-. 

1177. What is the length of highway which you 
repair- within the municipal borough? — Ninety-one 
miles. 

1178. And Inive you what you consider an efficient 
stiff for that purpose ? — I have. 

1179. If you require more have you any difficulty 
in getting more from the Council ? — Not tire slightest. 
There is a resolution of the Council authorizing me to 
employ another assistant, but I have never employed 
him ; I have every facility afforded me by the 
Council. 

11S0. If yon want additional labourers for these 
special works — of pressing works that require im- 
mediate attention — can you employ extra hands ? — 
The Corporation have given me f ull control to do 
what I like in that respect — or what I may deem 
necessary. I have always employed my own staff ; 
I buy my own materials. The Corporation have 
everything by contract, but we are very peculiarly 
situated in Belfast ; there are many things which we 
can’t do cheaply by contract. The Corporation have 
never found faidt with what I have done, and I have 
never had to complain of want of money in carrying 
out the public works and improvements of the town. 

1181. Is the store-yard under your control ? — Yes. 

1182. Tell me the system there. I see .£17,000 of 
material for repairing streets, and you expended, that 
is, you gave out materials valued at £20,000. You 
have always apparently a large stock of materials on 
hand ? — Yes, a large stock. 

1183. To which you keep adding? — We generally 
advertise, and enter into contracts for the supply of 
materials. We advertise largely in England and Scot- 
land, as well as in Ireland, for the supply of setts. 
We made a contract with the Penmanmawr Quarries. 
I thought them the hardest and cheapest setts we had 
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got. They are taken from the vessel into the yard. Belfast. 
There is a store-keeper in the yard ; he keeps the day- Dec. 13, isj «. 
book. That day-book is brought every day to my _ r~ 
office, where I have a book-keeper; and he divides the j a mes° " 
materials under their proper headings from the day- Montgomery, 
book, and charges them to their proper work. This is 
checked by the general accountant of the Corporation, 

Mr. Woods. It is a very elaborate and careful system 
that we have in the store-yard. We take stock once 
a year- ; sometimes oftener. Nothing can be given out 
of the yard except upon an order signed by me or my 
chief assistant ; so that a very careful system is kept 
up there. 

1184. Are all these large purchases made by con- 
tract ? — There are some things which we find it cheaper 
to purchase without any contract ; take pebble paving- 
stones, for instance, we can get quite too many here ; 
they are the wreck of the sea, and at certain times 
they are tossed up in large quantities on the coast of 
Ireland ; the poor fishermen run in with a lot of them 
into Belfast, and we should have money in hand to 
buy them on these occasions when we require them. 

1185. That is a comparatively small item — only 
£350 ? — Take again the broken stuff for roads. An 
attempt was made by the lord of the soil, Lord Done- 
gall, to get a monopoly of these works. He said they 
were Ids manorial rights, and he took legal proceedings 
against eveiyone who meddled with them. This mat- 
ter was going on for years. The Corporation always 
considered this an opeu market for stones, and they 
were accused of evading his lordship’s rights ; but we 
made it an open market, and we bought from eveiyone 
that came in. In that way, by making a great compe- 
tition between the railway who bring ns stones and 
the farmers all around Belfast, we are able to buy 
stones at about half the price they are bought at in 
England. We have stones carted and laid down on 
our streets for, at an average, 3s. Gel. the ton. The 
consumption of broken stuff is something enormous 
here. Some years it used to be 36,000 tons per annum ; 
but then this system of open market allows the poor 
farmer who is coming into town to make some pur- 
chases, to bring us a load of stones, and to take out a 
load of manure. 

1186. With what committee are you most con- 
stantly in communication l — My principal committee 
is what is called the improvement committee ; it 
takes charge of almost the whole of the surveyor’s 
department ; under other committees I am occasionally 
called in ; we have a great many committees here — 
a committee sometimes every day. Mr. Scott seemed 
to be in some doubt about the water-closets ; all the 
water-closets are connected with sewers ; we should 
not tolerate one connected with tanks; I do not 
know an exception ; there might be a very old house 
in the suburbs, or a villa, where there is a tank, but 
practically all watei’-closets are connected with the 
main-sewer, and it would not be tolerated without 
that being done. [ Witness hands in statement of 
work done in his department last year — See Appen- 
dix No. 10, page 211.] 



1187. Mr. Lawless. — Are you the registrar of the 
borough cemetery ? — I am. 

11SS. When was the cemetery formed ? — It was 
formed previous to August, 1869. 

11S9. How many acres does it contain? — Fox-ty- 
five altogether. 

_ 1190. Is it divided for the interment of pex-sons of 
different religious denominations? — It is divided into 
two pox-tions, one for Protestants and one for Roman 
Catholics. 

1191. Chairman. — Has there not been some pox-tion 
set apart lately for the Jews ? — There has. 

1192. Mx-. Lawless. — What are yom- duties as 
registrar ; do you receive applications for interments ? 

I do. I receive all cash in connexion with the 
purchase of graves rand interments. 



Mr. Arthur Wellesly Calcutt examined. JIr Artlinr 

1193. I suppose you have some people employed Wellesly 

under your superintendence ? — There are. Oalcntt. 

1194. For the purpose of keeping the cemetery in 
proper order? — Yes; the staff consists 'of a superin- 
tending foreman, sexton, and twelve labourers. - 

1195. Your salary I think is about £80 a year ? — 

£80 as registrar of cemeteries. 

1196. What were the x-eceipts last year - ? — The 
total amount was £1,881 13s. 2d. That includes the 
fees, the purchase moneys, and the formation of vaults. 

1197. And receipts of all kinds ?— Yes. 

1198. Whose duty is it to see that the place is kept 
in decent ox-der — of course the cemetery is enclosed ? 

— It is with a stone wall about six or seven feet high. 

1 1 9 9. It is, in fact, kept in decent and becoming order ? 

— In beautiful order ; it is kept like a garden at present. 
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Belfast. 
Dec . 13, 1876. 

Mr. Arthur 

WeUesly 

Calcutt. 



1200. Chairman. — H oiv many acres Lave tliey set 
apart for Falls Park 1— There are forty-five acres in 
the Falls Park, and there are forty-five in the 
cemetery ; and then there are about eleven acres of 
surplus ground in connexion with it. 



1201. Then the cemetery ground was about 100 
acres 1 — About 105 acres. 

1202. All the money passes through your hands 1— 
— Yes, and it is checked every week by the audit com- 
mittee, and lodged with the Commissioners every week- 



Mr. John 
James 

Montgomery. 



December 14, 18/6. 

Mr. John J. Montgomery re-examined. 



1203. Mr. Exham. — Were any steps taken to pre- 
vent the drains from being discharged into the Black- 
staff. The question was asked yesterday in your 
absence! — The Town Council have constructed several 
very large sewers which have intercepted and diverted 
from the Blackstaff and the streams a very large quan- 
tity of the sewage. I may also say that in every case 
where plans have come in for streets and buildings we 
have objected to any fresh sewage being discharged into 
these streams, and have generally succeeded in prevent- 
ing it ; but in exceptional cases we require cesspools to 
be constructed in such a way as to minimise the evil. 

1204. It was mentioned by some one that a good 
many large mills discharge their sewage matter either 
into the Pound Burn or into the Blackstaff direct — is 
that so 1 — It is so. 

1205. Is that not beyond all doubt a nuisance 1 — 
Beyond all doubt it is. 

1206. Then the inspector of nuisances would have 
absolute power to compel them to make a cesspool in 
some way or other and not allow it to go into the 
stream, if it amounts to a nuisance. It may be said 
that it would be very hard to do so, they having tlieir 



mills constructed as they are now, but that is then 
own look out. They should manage their sewage in 
some way so as not to discharge into the Blackstaff 
and Pound Burn in the way they do ! — I am aware 
that was the object of the Pollution of Rivers Inquiry, 
and some large towns in England are situated just as 
Belfast. Hitherto none of these large manufacturing 
towns have commenced this work. They are all pol- 
luted now. 

1207. Is there not ample power to prevent them 
from discharging the sewage of their mills into the 
river in the way they do under the Public Health 
Acts and Nuisances Removal Act ! — I don’t know as 
to that. All the large towns are in hopes that the 
Parliament will assist them in abating these nuisances. 
We have gone as far as we thought we could safely go 
in the matter. 

1208. Chairman. — Have you enforced the regula- 
tions with regard to all new houses 1 — Certainly. I 
may mention with regard to the water, that I would 
he very glad to have water for washing the dirty lanes. 
I never refused to take it, but in the winter time we 
did not need it. 



Dr. Samuel 
Browne. 



Dr. Browne 

1209. Chairman.— You wish to say something 1 ! — 
Yes ; 1 wish to contradict a statement made regard- 
in" the evidence I gave before you yesterday, as to 
the Blackstaff and the Lagan. I did not say that 
they were not productive of disease. I believe they 
are injurious to health, and I have stated that for the 
last twenty years over and over again. 

1210. Is it then your opinion that they are in- 
jurious to health ?— Most decidedly. I should say any 



re-examined. 

such streams must be injurious to heal th. I want to 
convey that opinion most distinctly. 

1211. Would you say that the districts through 
which these rivers flow have suffered more from 
disease than other parts of the town 1 — I have not 
found so from statistics, but I must say that any such 
streams must he injurious to health. I have said so 
over aud over again, and I say so still. 



Mr. James Stelfox examined. 



1212. Mr. Lawless. — I believe you are the manager 

of the Belfast Corporation gas works! — Yes; since 
the 1st May, 1875. " 

1213. They became the property of the Corporation 
on the 30th June, 1S74! — Yes. 

1214. Were you engaged in any gasworks before 1 

X W as engaged for about ten years as assistant to 

my father, who was manager of the works for the 
Belfast Gaslight Company. 

1215. Are all the people employed there under 
your supervision and management !— They are. 

v 1216. By whom are the materials for manufac- 
turing the gas purchased ?— Tenders are invited by 
public advertisement, and are sent under cover to the 
town clerk, who submits them to the gas committee, 
and selections are made by them under my advice in 
matters affecting the manufacture of the gas. 

1217. Have you anything to do with the payment 
•of these purchases 1 — I have not. 

1218. Mr. Exham. — Are samples of the articles re- 
quired sent with the tenders !— Generally. 

1219. Mr. Lawless. — Do you superintend the dis- 
tribution of the gas through the town!— I have the 
general oversight of it, but there is an inspector of 
mains who reports to me. In case of anything parti- 
cular arising X visit the place myself. 

1220. Are the workmen at the gas works under 
your control and superintendence !— They are. 

1 221. Have you an assistant engineer ? — I have one. 

1222. Do you superintend the sale of coke and other 
residuals! — I do. 

1223. Are they sold at the gas works! — they are. 

1 224. How are they sold! — The coke is all sold from 



day to day. The tar and ammoniacal liquor are sold 
under a ten years’ contract which is now about to expire. 

1225. Is it proposed to sell the tar and liquor under 
a new contract! — Yes; the advertisements have been 
already published inviting tenders. 

1226. How is the coke disposed of! — A portion of 
it is disposed of for cash at the office in the works, and 
the cash received for it is accounted for nightly. The 
account of each day’s sales is brought into my outside 
office where it is checked by a clerk, and a weekly re- 
turn is made by him to the cashier of the gas works. 

1227. 1 see by your reports that there is a consider- 
able sum derived from the residuals produced in the 
manufacturing of the gas! — There is. 

122S. For the year ending 30tli June, 187 6, you used 
coke at the works to the amount of £6,144 0s. 9 cl .% — 
Yes. 

1229. How is the price of that fixed ! — It is charged 
to the account of the making of the gas at the same 
price as we sell it for. I should explain that many 
companies do not put that item in their accounts at all. 

1230. In the accounts here you describe £21,503 
18s. 8 d. as the amount of residual product of which 
£6,144 0s. 9d. has been used in the manufacturing of 
the gas 1 — Yes; the price which is charged for the coke 
used in the works is the same that is given for it by 
public buyers. 

1231. How much is your salary! — £600 a year. 

1232. And your assistant’s salary is £192 14s. 2d. 1 

That was only for a portion of the year. He is to 

be paid £250 per annum. He is only recently ap- 
pointed ; up to that time my salary was £500, and 
the remainder is portion of his salary. 
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1233. Your salary has been raised? — Yes; sinee 
the 1st July .£100. 

1231. For the year ending June, 1S76, 1 find the 
wages of the men employed in the manufacture of the 
gas amounts to the sum of £5,29S 2s. 3d.? — Yes. 
Thei-e are other wages besides. That is only one class 
of wages. - 

1235. What are the salaries of those engaged in its 
distribution. For instance “ chief inspector, inspectors 
and clerks in departments”? — £398 15s. 

1236. What are the salaries of those employed in 
the collection of the gas rents, dire. ? The “ salaries of 
the cashier, accountant and clerks, ofiice-keepers and 
messengers are £1,379 15s. 10d."? — Our collectors are 
paid by salaries and not by fees, and these are £545 
for the year. 

1237. That makes the total expenditure for salaries 
and wages of all kinds connected until gas manufactui-e 
and works £8,814 7s. 3 cl. ? — Yes. 

1238. What office did you hold with the old gas 
company ? — I was cashier and book-keeper about the 
year 1S58. 

1239. Wliac was the gas rental then? — I could not 
tell now, but the cashier can from the books. 

1240. Do yon keep accounts of the amounts received 
for gas ? — We do. 

1241. What were the gas receipts for the year 
ending June, 1S76, exclusive of the cost of lighting 
the public lamps? — £75,813 18#. 8 cl. less £4,794 Is. 8 d. 
allowed for discount, and £2S4 9s. Sd. estimated for 
bad debts, but some of those debts were since re- 
covered. 

1242. So that the net receipts for the year under 
the head “sale of gas" were £70,735 7s. 4d. ? — Yes, 
and in addition we received £8,928 9s. 2d. for public 
lighting, and lights under agreements. 

1243. I find by the 58th section of the 37 and 38 
Yic., chap. 125, the corporation are authorized to allow 
discount to certain consumers of gas ? — Yes. 

1244. Chairmak. — W hat is that discount? — There 
is a regular scale according to the quantity consumed, 
which is as follows : On a consumption of 10,000 
cubic feet, and not exceeding 50,000 cubic feet, 24 per 
cent. ; above 50,000 cubic feet, and not exceeding 

100.000 cubic feet, 5 per cent. ; above 100,000 cubic 
feet, and not exceeding 200,000 cubic feet, 10 per 
cent. ; above 200,000 cubic feet, and not exceeding 

400.000 cubic feet, 15 per cent. ; above 400,000 cubic 
feet, 20 per cent. ; provided the account be paid at the 
office, 29, Queen-street, on or before the 29th day of 
January, April, July, and October, in each year. It 
is the same rate of discount that we had formerly. 

1245. Your receipts for the rents of meters were 
£4,115 11s. 6 d., and allowing for discount and bad 
debts, your net receipts under that head were 
£4,092 0s. lid.?— Yes. 

1246. The account of the residual products was 
mentioned already. Then there is the sum derived 
from the sale of tar and so on, and a small amount 
allowing for value of coke sold and used, and that of 
the other residuals, making your receipts for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1876, on tkegas account were 
£107,900 16s.?— Yes. 

1247. The items of expenditure, including cost of 
materials, salaries, and law charges, &c., amount to 
£78,734 13s. 9d., leaving a balance to be carried from 
the gross revenue account to the net revenue account 
of £29,166 2s. 3d.?— Yes. 

1248. Do you know what the law charges, which 
amount to £461 12s. lid. were ? — A portion of them 
were taxed costs. 

1249. What for ? — During the transfer of the works 
to the corporation law costs were incurred — Mr. 
Black’s costs. 

1250. Do you expect an increase for the future in 
your residuals ? — Yes. At the present time there is 
a net receipt from them of about £18,000 a year. 
The present price at which they are sold is much below 
the present market value. They are now sold under a 
contract made eighteen years ago by the old corpora- 
tion, which we were obliged to take up. 



1251. To whom is the item of £42 for the audit 
paid? — To the Local Government Board, fur Mr. 
Simms auditing the accounts. 

1252. By whom is the amount fixed? — I believe 
they send an account for £84 altogether, one-half of 
which is charged to the gas, and the other half to the 
other accounts of the corporation. The trouble is very 
considerable in going through the accounts, though 
they appear in a very simple form here. 

1253. Your profit and loss account shows a balance 
of £13,915 15s.? — That balance is brought forward 
from the preceding year. 

1254. And to that is to be added the profit on the 
pvesent year, ending June, 1876? — Yes; that is 
£29,166 2s. 3 d., which makes a total of £43,081 
3s. S d., less £551 9s. interest allowed by the bank, 
and that is applied as far as is necessary to tlie pay- 
ment of the purchase-money and loans for the year 
ending 30th June, 1876. 

1255. How much was applied for that purpose i — 



Belfast. 

Mr. James 
Stelfox. 



1256. What is theitem£551 9s. for bank interest ? 
— Interest allowed by the bank on money deposited 
there, which was raised before it was paid off, and the 
hank allowed us that premium for interest upon it. 

1257. The net profit on the last year’s working 
was £7,949 9s. 2d. ? — That is quite correct. 

1258. There is a balance on the revenue account of 
£21,864 10s. Id. since you bought the gasworks? — Yes. 

1259. Has the quantity of gas increased? — Yes ; 
the consumption for the last two years has averaged 
about ten per cent, per arnmm increase. For the 
year ending June, 1876, the increase was a little over 
twelve per cent., and as far as we have gone this year 
there appears to be an increase of about four per cent, 
on that. 

1260. Mr. Exham. — What is the illuminating- 
power of the gas which you supply ? — The standard 
quality is sixteen-candle gas. Of course in order to 
have that at all times we are obliged to make two or 
three candles over it. 

1261. Do you supply gas to the public at the full 
standard of sixteen candles ? — It is always in excess 
of that. 

1262. Mr. Lawless. — Are there any complaints 
made of the quality of the gas? — Of course we cannot 
say that we have no complaints ; we have about 

16.000 consumers and perhaps we have fewer com- 
plaints than are to be met with in most places. We 
have often found that when complaints were made 
the parties themselves were to blame for having de- 
fective pipes and burners. 

1263. Has there been a decrease in the number of 
the consumers, and if so has that been as far as you 
know in consequence of complaints as to the bad quality 
of the gas? — I believe a number of parties (very 
small consumers) gave up using gas last year, owing 
to the very low price of mineral oils, hut in the 
present season the number of our small consumers is 
on the increase, as I believe from the increase in the 
price of oil. I believe it was owing to the cheap price 
of oil and not to the quality Of the gas that the 
number of small consumers decreased. 

1264. How many cubic feet of gas do you get from 
a ton of coal ? — We got last year about 10,300, and we 
were paid for about 9,200. 

1265. Mr. Exham. — Can you get seventeen-candle 
gas from that? — We can by using six per cent, of' 
Lesmahaga coal. We can get from that coal almost 

13.000 cubic feet per ton; but we use only a small 
portion of that coal, as the price of it is 40s. per ton 
free-on-board in Glasgow. 

1266. What was the total amount of arrears of gas- 
rent for the year ending June, 1876? — £799 Is. 7 d. 
Of course you will understand that we make up our 
rental to the 30th June, and those rents only just fall- 
ing due go to the following year. 

12p7. The number of consumers last year was 
15,315 ? — Yes. The number was larger the year before 
from the cause that I have referred to, but the genera] 
consumption was considerably more. 
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1268. What is the present price of gas per 1,000 
feet? — The maximum price is 3s. llr?. with meter rent, 
and the discount extends in some cases to twenty per 
cent. 

1269. Do you expect to be able to reduce the price 
of gas? — We hope so. The committee were very 
anxious last year to make a further reduction, as trade 
was in a very bad state in town. They thought it 
well to feel then- way rather than reduce their price to 
a sum at which they could not continue it. 



1270. By whom are the wages in connexion with 
the gasworks paid ? — By the cashier. 

1271. Are they paid in cash ? — Yes. 

1272. What is the weekly amount ? — The maximum 
is about £400, and the minimum about £200. The 
list of wages is presented every week to the committee, 
certified by me as corresponding with the wages-book 
k6pt at the works, and a cheque for the amount is 
issued in the usual way by the committee, and re- 
ceived and disbursed by the cashier. 



Mr. Alexander 
Tumlmll. 



Mr. Alexander Turnbull examined. 



1273. Mr. Lawless. — You are the cashier of the 
Belfast Corporation Gasworks ? — Yes. 

1274. What are your duties as cashier? — I receive 
all moneys on account of gas and meter rent and the 
amount of the coke sales at the works. I pay all 
accounts, the interest on mortgages, the salaries, and 
the weekly wages, and I also superintend the business 
of the town office, andattendto the local correspondence. 

1275. What is your salary ? — £500 per annum. 

1270. The gasworks were purchased in June, 1S74, 

by the Corporation ? — They were transferred to the 
Corporation on the 1st July, 1874. 

1277. The amount expended on the purchase of the 
gasworks was £451,387 14s. 6 d.\ — No: it was 
£386,550. 

127S. The Corporation were authorized to raise 
£500,000 on the security of the gasworks, the gas rents, 
and the police rate ? — That is their greatest borrowing 
power. 

1279. How much of that was actually raised, and 
how? — They raised on mortgage £468,754, and on 
annuities £2,245 14s. lid. 

12 SO. Was that £471,139 14s. lid. the amount of 
loans altogether on both loans and annuities ? — Yes ; 
that is correct, but it includes £140, the purchase- 
money of the Shankhill property, which we sold and 
carried to the capital account. 

1281. Why was that £140 brought into the gas 
account ? — Because it was required by the Act of Par- 
liament. It was settled in that way under Mr. Black’s 
direction. 

1282. By the Act of 1874 ?— Yes. Of the £471,139 
16s. lid, £386,550 was applied in purchasing the 
gasworks. There was a balance left of £65, 847 1 2s. 6d. 

1283. Are you able to state how that balance was 
applied ? — You have the particulars of expenditure on 
the other side. 

1284. Can you tell me how that £65,847 12s. 6 d. 
was applied. I suppose a considerable portion of it 
was applied in defraying the costs of the Act of Par- 
liament ? — You have the particulars in the gas account 
for the year ending June, 1875. (Hands in the 
account referred to.) 

1285. I find in this account for the year ending 
June, 1875, this item — “By gasworks, meters, &c., 
valued at net cost, £432,083 4s. 2 d. now, beside the 
purchase-money of £386,555 was there any additional 
separate sum to be paid for the plant and machinery 
and meters ?. — I cannot give evidence on that point. 
You will require to refer to the manager. 

1286. With respect to the purchase ? — Yes. I can 
speak with respect to the amount of the purehase- 
money. 

1287. You will find on the credit side of this ac- 
count “gasworks, meters, &c., £432,083 4s. 2d.” Were 
the “ meters, <!zc.,” paid for separately from the gas- 
works i Was it the gasworks only and not the plant 
that was purchased for the £386,555 ? — I think that 
purchase-money covered everything. 

1288. Mr. Stelfox. — The purchase-money authorized 
to be paid, for the gasworks by the Act of 1874 was 
£386,555. * 

1289. What did. that represent? — That was made 
up by twenty-two and a half years’ purchase on the 
statutable dividends of the old company. That makes 
up exactly £386,550, 

1290. If you look to the account for the year end- 
ing June, 1874, you will find in the capital account — 



the first item on the credit side — “By gasworks, 
meters, «fcc., valued at net cost, £432,083 4s. 2d. 
explain how that is made up ? — That is £386,555 and 
£50,000 which the late company raised on mortgage. 
There was some deduction which I must refer to the 
hooks to see about exactly. 

1291. To Mr. Turnbull. — Do you pay the interest 
on the mortgages ? — Yes. 

1292. And all the current expenses of carrying on 
the works ? — I do. 

1293. Have you a form of the paysheet for the 
weekly expenditure on the works? — Yes. (Hands 
one in.) 

1294. Do you give any security? — Yes. 

1295. With sureties? — Yes. 

1296. For what amount ? — £500 by the Guarantee 
Society. 

1297. Do you pay the weekly expenditure in cash ? 
— All accounts under £5 are paid in cash by me 
weekly. 

1298. Do you pay them out of your receipts iu 
cash ? — Out of the receipts during the week, and then 
it is refunded to me by a cheque passed by the gas 
committee at the end of the week. 

1299. I do not exactly understand that. If they 
are paid out of the receipts, how is it there is any- 
thing to he refunded to you ? — I am required to lodge 
all receipts for coke and gas weekly ; whatever I pay 
they refund to me, and I lodge the cheque I receive as 
part of my cash. 

1300. How are the accounts over £5 paid? — By 
cheques signed by three members of the town council 
and the town clerk. (Hands in a copy of monthly list.) 

1301. Are the accounts over £5 paid monthly 1 — 
Yes, as a rule. Sometimes there is no necessity for 
getting a cheque at the weekly meeting of the gas 
committee. 

1302. Are the accounts for gas and meter rents 
made up by you? — They are all made up by me every 
quarter. 

1303. Is the town divided into different districts? 
— Yes ; into thirty-eight districts, and for each dis- 
trict there is a ledger and cash-book. 

1304. How are the consumers’ accounts collected? 
— They are payable in the office within the month 
after each quarter, and after that the collectors go out 
and collect all accounts unpaid. 

1305. How often do the collectors make returns to 
you ? — Daily, of the cash received. 

1306. How often do you make lodgments in the 
hank ? — Daily, to the credit of the Belfast corporation 
gas account. (Hands in bank-book.) 

1307. How often do you balance your rental, so as 
to ascertain the amount outstanding ? — The rental is 
balanced quarterly, when we ascertain the amount of 
arrears outstanding at the end of the preceding 
quarter. 

1308. What was the amount of the gas rental for 
the year ending June, 1876 ? — £70,735 7s. 4 d. 

1309. And of the meter rental? — £4,092 0s. lid. 

1310. During that time what was the price pf gas 
per thousand feet 1 — 4s. 2d. per thousand for that year, 
and 4s. 6d. the year before. 

1311'. For that year, 1876, the amount received for 
publio lamps was £8,928 9s. 2d. 1 — Yes ; the total 
revenue including coke charged to works was £107,900 
16s. 
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1312. What was the total amount of arrears for the 
year ending 30th June, 1876 1 — £799 Is. 7 d. 

1313. Has any portion of that since been collected? 
— Yes, a large portion of it, perhaps nearly the half of it. 
There was a large amount of it collected before Mr. 
Simms made his report. 

1314. What is the net balance available at the end 
of the year’s work — the year ending June, 1876? — 
£7,949 9s. U. 

1315. What is the present amount of capital debt on 
the gasworks and the police fund ? — £471,139 14s. 1 Id. 

1316. That is the entire amount that was raised on 
mortgages and annuities ? — Yes. 

1317. Is the entire amount of that still due? — It is 
all due with the exception of one payment which has 
been made to the bank of England of £11,000. 

131S. What was that made on account of? — On ac- 
count of a loan of £220,000. 

1319. Does that go in part reduction of principal as 
well as interest ? — Entirely for principal. I have re- 
mitted intei'est on account of it. 

1320. Will that payment be a deduction from the 

£471,139 14s. lid.?— Yes. 



1321. Did Mr. Simms audit the account for the year Belfast. 

ending June, 1875 ? — He did. Dec. 14, 1876. 

1322. Did he audit the account for 1876? — He ^j^ anaer 

audited both years. You will find his certificate in Turnbull. 

the accounts which I handed in to you. 

1323. Mr. Ex ham. — Are you to pay £11,000 every 
year? — Yes. We have already borrowed from the 
bank of England £220,000, repayable in twenty years 
by instalments of £11,000 per annum. We have not 
yet made -any provision for a s inki ng fund. We are 
in the first year which we are required to provide for 
it. At the end of this third year we will make provi- 
sion for it. 

1324. You will have to borrow the money every' 
year ? — We will have to borrow the money if we go on 
paying off the bank of England, but we expect to 
borrow on better terms and to pay off the bank of Eng- 
land. 

1325. You paid £11,000 out of the two yearn. You 
did not borrow that ? — We paid that out of our sur- 
plus cash. No money has as yet been set aside as a 
sinking fund. 



Mi\ Thomas M'Clellaxd examined. 



132G. Hr. Lawless. — You are a solicitor, I believe ? 
— Yes. In the year 1872 1 contested the borough for 
the situation of assessor. I considered that I would 
be paid for my r services, and I went to some expense 
for that purpose and was elected. I sat for ten days 
successively, revising the burgess roll of the borough 
with the then mayor aud another assessor. It was 
then discovered for the first time that them was no 
power for the Corporation to appropriate any r portion 
of the borough fund for the payment of assessors, aud 
I think that very hard, because as I understand in the 
other corporate towns in Ireland, the assessors are all 
paid. I sat for ten days, and afterwards 1 was re- 
elected to the office and sat for six days. I thought 
it right to bring the matter forward here in the 
interest of my profession as something ought most 
certainly to be done. It requires a cei-tain amount of 
knowledge and skill, and the duties of assessor ai-e 
not picked up without some considerable trouble, and 
the Corporation have great difficulty' in getting any 
gentlemen to take the position upon them. There 



was a time when professional banisters were appointed 
and paid high salaries, but Mr. Black who was auxious 
to do what was light in the matter took Counsels’ 
opinion, and they were of opinion that there was no 
power to pay assessors out of the borough fund. 

1327. Mr. Black. — Mr. M‘Clelland says the Coi-- 
poration have great difficulty in getting gentlemen to 
take the office of assessor. They have nothing what- 
ever to do with the appointment of assessors. 

[Mr. Woods handed in l-eturns showing the pur- 
poses to which the loans on the police fund were 
applied ; also a statement showing the sources from 
which the payments in discharge of the pximai-y and 
secondary mortgages had been made ; and also a state- 
ment showing the amount of irrecoverable x-ates from 
vacancies and other causes, and the rates upon which 
discounts were allowed — on valuations not exceeding 
£8, and payable within one month]. 

1328. Chairman (To Mi-. Woods ). — These returns 
ax-e I presume issued from your office ? — Yes ; and I can 
certify asto their correctness. (Appendix No. 13, p. 215.) 



Mr. Thomas 
M-Cldland. 



Mr. James Colligan, ! 

1329. Chairman. — Are you a ratepayer? — I am a 
ratepayer and owner of property in that part of the 
town where the inhabitants have taken a great interest 
in the establishment of the Falls-road Park, and in 
other matters of sewerage and sanitary reform with 
regard to that district. 

1330. Are we to understand that you on your own 
Utlialf and that of other ratepayers and ownei-s of pro- 
perty in the neighbourhood of the Falls Park desire to 
be examined for the purpose of showing that the Town 
Council have not canned out the provisions of the 
Local Government Order Confirmation Act of 1873, 
so far as relates to the Falls-road Park, and the road 
leading thereto and the sun-ounding distinct, and that 
they have, to a certain extent, neglected their duty as 
far as sewerage and other sanitary reforms are con- 
cerned ? — Just so. 

1331. What provisions of the Act do you say they 
have neglected?— I state that the third clause of that 
Act has not been carried out. 

1 332. That is the clause that recites that the govern- 
ing body were authorized to purchase ground for a 
cemetery under the provisions of the Burial Grounds 
Act ; and whereas under the provisions of the Act 
money had been laid out in the purchase of burial 
ground, part of which was not required for the purpose, 
that the part which was not required was valued at 
£5,000, and was suitable for the formation of a public 
park — it is ordered that the governing body shall apply 
the same under the provisions of the Public Parks 
Act. That is the substance of the clause ? — What I 
say with regard to that is, that the surplus grounds of 



L, Falls-road, examined. 

the cemetery outside the cemetery walls should be dedi- 
cated to the purposes of a park according to the Local 
Government Order Confirmation Act, and according to 
the resolution passed by the Town Council, and that 
instead of dedicating all these grounds outside the 
cemetery walls the Corporation have caused to he staked 
off some thirteen or fourteen acres — the most valuable 
portion of the ground, and have not complied with the 
Act or with their own resolution, but have retained 
that portion of the ground there for purposes which I 
cannot define. They may have reasons for it, but we, 
as ratepayers in this part of the town, say that this 
portion of the Act has not been carried out, and further, 
that there is no intention on the part of the Corpor- 
ation to carry it out. 

1333. I think we have evidence to show that 102 or 
103 acres were purchased originally for the burial 
ground, forty-five of which were retained as cemetery, 
forty-five were devoted to the Falls Park, and thirteen 
acres or what would make up the remainder of the 
quantity, were retained as surplus lands ? — Those figures 
are substantially correct. 

1334. What you object to is the retention of these 
thirteen acres as surplus land instead of their being 
thrown into the park ? — Quite so. I would direct your 
attention to a resolution passed by the Town Council 
on the 1st of November, 1869, complying with the 
terms of the Parks Act, and confirmed according to 
the Public -Parks Act on the 1st of January, 1870. 
(Witness handed in resolution). 

1335. I now have these resolutions before me. The 
first is. to the effect that the Council shall establish and 

K 



Mr. James 
Colligan. 
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Belfast. maintain two public parks — one in the Ormeau de- 
Mec. 14, i87«. mesne and the other on the Falls-road, adjoining the 
.Mr new borough cemetery ; that they will prepare the 

Col'ligan. Ormeau Park for opening to the public, and that it be 
ready by the 1st of April, 1871, and bn that day a re- 
solution was passed at a meeting . of the Council autho- 
rizing the sale of the park lands on the Falls-road, 
which sale w as advertised to take place on the 25th of 
April, when the inhabitants memorialized against it ? 
— Yes ; and the memorial they presented was signed 
by 3,000 ratepayers of the locality, and was presented 
by the largest deputation that ever appeared before 
this Town Council. 

133G. Theu in consequence of that memorial and 
the deputation the council abandoned their intention 
of selling the ground of Falls Park, and arranged for 
the opening of it as a public park as soon as possible 1 
— Just so; and I would draw your attention to the 
reason why they were going to sell these grounds, 
which was that there was not sufficient land to make a 
park, while now they say there is too much, and they 
want to retain thirteen acres. 

1337. Mr. Exhah. — Are these grounds excluded 
actually at present from the cemetery ? — I think for 
the satisfaction of the Commissioners you should have 
a map of the cemetery and the grounds before you. If 
you had you would see that there is a stone wall seven- 
feet high around the forty-five acres that constitute 
the cemetery. Outside of that is the park ground 
•which we allege according to the intention of the Act 

of Parliament, and according to the opinion of Mr. 
May, Q.C., cannot be used for any other than park pur- 
poses. 

1338. Chairman. — Then instead of the park being 
limited to forty-five acres, it should be fifty-eight ; in 
other words the whole of the ground that is not in the 
cemetery should be thrown into the park 1 — Precisely. 

1339. With regard to the park itself have you any 
objection to the mode in which it is now kept ? — We 
say that apathy is exhibited with regard to it by the 
Corporation, and there is not sufficient money spent 
upon it, that it is left unproductive, and in fact all 
that the council have done up to this shows that there 
is apathy with respect to it, and that they would 
rather in fact take it from us altogether than comply 
with the terms of the Act of Parliament. If I might 
draw your attention (in confirmation of what I say 
that sufficient money is not being expended on the 
Falls-road park) to the expenditure on the pai-ks at 
page 56 of the accounts, you will find that for the year 
1875 £2,974 3s. 9d. has been expended on the Ormeau 
park, including rents, while on the Falls park only 
£235 has been spent. 

1340. Yes, but of the £2,900 expended on the Or- 
meau park, £1,738 is for rent? — Just so; but that 
leaves a balance of nearly £1,200 expended on the 
Ormeau park against £235 laid out on the Falls park. 

1341. Part of the expense of the Ormeau park ap- 
plies equally to the Falls park, for instance, the salary 
of Thomas Dickson who superintends both parks, so 
that you see that item of expenditure applies to both 
parks. I am not sure whether there is any other item 
applicable to both parks ? — I think that is all. 

1342. What is the extent of the Ormeau park? — 
One hundred acres, and they allow us only forty-five 
acres, while the whole of the ground due to us is fifty- 
eight, which we claim, as authorized by the Local 
Government Board Order Confirmation Act, and ac- 
cording to the opinion of Messrs. May and M'Donogh 
who both advised that this land could not be appro- 
priated to any purpose other than the park. 

1343. Mr. Exham. — Have theyplanted the Fullspark 
at all? — I may state that a great deal of these grounds 
were planted by the former proprietor, I think Mr. 
Sinclair, and I suppose I might say that one-third had 
been already laid out in his time, and a good road made 
up to the other portion of the ground. Since then 
they have removed from the cemetery some plants and 
young trees, which they have planted in the park. 

1344. Chairman. — The Amending Act of 1872 
gives the governing body of a town, who had acquired 



land for the purpose of establishing public parks, in 
addition to anything contained in the Act of 1869, 
power to dispose within five years by auction of any 
portion of the land not required for such public park. 
We are not here to discuss the law, but we are here 
to take any objection that may be raised by any rate- 
payer as to the mode in which it is carried out, and as 
to the mode in which the funds or property of the 
town is administered? — We admit that that is so 
according to the Amended Parks Act, but the Local 
Government Board Act of 1873 was obtained under 
peculiar circumstances ; the first Parks Act, passed in 
1869, was obtained at the suggestion of this town 
council, by Messrs. M'Clure and Johnson, the repre- 
sentatives of this borough, and there was an objection 
raised subsequently by the present solicitor to the cor- 
poration, Mr. Black, that that Act would not give power 
to make parks outside the borough — this, the Fall’s 
park, is outside the borough. Thereupon the town 
council asked Messrs. M‘Clure and J olinson to bring 
in the amending Bill which the Government took in 
hand in 1872, and power was given by the amended 
Act of 1872 to make parks outside the borough. 
Another objection was then raised by Mr. Black, 
that, under the 10th section of the Local Burials Act 
of 1866, this surplus ground had better be sold to the 
highest bidder, that transferring it from one com- 
mittee of the corporation to another was not a sale 
■within the meaning of the Act, and that it had better 
be sold. In order to get over that difficulty a meet- 
ing of the corporation was held, and they petitioned 
the Local Government Board to send down an in- 
spector for the purpose of holding an inquiry into the 
matter, and accordingly, Mr. O'Brien, the Local Govern- 
ment Inspector, came down here and held an inquiry 
in February, 1873, at which the town surveyor, the 
town solicitor and several members of the town council, 
as well as several l'ate-payers, myself amongst the rest, 
were examined, and all gave evidence in favour of this 
park. There was not a dissentient voice at that com- 
mission of inquiry, and the upshot of it was that a 
provisional order was issued ; and at that inquiry (I 
have not got the notes of evidence before me), I think 
the town surveyor gave evidence to the effect, that the 
corpoi-ation had cemetery ground sufficient for the 
next sixty years ; .and Mr. Carlisle, who was then a 
member of the town council, gave testimony to the 
effect that in his opinion they had sufficient cemetery 
ground for 100 years. After this inquiry the Local 
Government Board order was made, which shows the 
necessity of this ground for a park. When this Local 
Government Board Act was passed, an opinion was 
obtained, that the amended Parks Act of 1872 was 
rendered inoperative, as the Local Government Board 
Order Act directed that all this ground outside the 
borough wall should be converted and allocated to the 
purposes of a public park. 

1345. The Act of Parliament says — It is ordered 
that the governing body shall apply said land so re- 
maining and not required for the purposes of said 
cemetery, to the purposes of a public park, under the 
provisions of the Public Parks Act of 1869, and the 
Public Park Amendment Act of 1872, and shall have 
power to apply the sum of £5,000, and so on. It Says 
that the land shall be devoted to the purposes of a 
public park under the provisions of the two Acts that 
I have quoted. We are not here to discuss the law, 
or to give an ex cathedra opinion of the law upon 
the subject, but to take a note of your objec- 
tion, that they have not carried out the law, 
which can be considered by the House of Com- 
mons. By whom was the case submitted to Mr. 
May, q.c.? — B y the Town Council. I presume the 
case was drawn up by Mr. Black. The opinion of Mr. 
Macdonogh, Q.c., was also obtained by the Corporation, 
and their opinions agreed with that of Sergeant Arm- 
strong, which the ratepayers had taken. There is 
another point to which I would like to refer you. I 
wish to show you how much the ratepayers- prompted 
the Council into making this park. At first they were 
very plausible and agreeable to us when we were 
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agitating the formation of the Falls Park, but latterly 
when the Ormeau Park was opened in 1871 they 
went out with the mayor and Corporation in all their 
splendour and the different trades of Belfast ; and the 
park was opened by the gentleman who was mayor at 
the time, who presided on the platform that was 
erected, and the proceedings were carried out with 
great ceremony. What I complain of is, that after 
the Local Government Board Order Act was obtained, 
and after these opinions were obtained, we had even 
then to go into the Court of Queen’s Bench and take 
the first step for the purpose of getting a mandamus 
to compel the Corporation to make this Falls-road 
Park. 

1346. Was it not until the preliminary notice was 
given that the Corporation yielded ? — Only then. 

1347. And they have since made a park? — Yes; 
; .ut they put us to the expense of the bill of costs, 
which we had to pay ; of course we didn’t want to 
go to extremities with the Town Council. On the 
1st of February, 1875, they commenced to lay out 
the park ; but instead of laying it out in the manner 
they should have done, they have staked off this 
thirteen acres ; and now, according to the resolution 
of the Town Council passed on the first of this month, 
they intend to look for powers to take this thirteen 
acres back into the cemetery, even to the extent of 
going to the expense of looking for an Act of Parlia- 
ment, which Mr. Black instructs the Town Council is 
necessary ; and they are doing all this after having got 
three Acts of Parliament to enable them to make the 
park ; and now they are going to the expense of yet 
another to take this land again from us. 

1348. Is the view you wish to represent to us that 
they are not fairly carrying out the formation of the 
park as a public body V— Yes. They have commenced 
making the park in a sort of way, and are making a 
road through it, which I think will be a disgrace to 
any common man to make, for it is a road that runs 
round the grounds, and no two vehicles of any descrip- 
tion could pass abreast ; and how they intend to make 
that a road for a park I do not know. I know it will 
be stated on behalf of the Town Council that they 
want this ground for cemeteiy purposes, but I de- 
liberately say, and I believe I speak the feelings of a 
vast number of the ratepayers of Belfast, that they 
have ground amply sufficient for burial purposes in the 
forty-five acres within the walls, if they are re-allotted. 
There is no doubt that some of the allotments, such as 
Nos. 6 and 5, and 1 and 2, have been used for graves, 
and are exhausted; but there is one-third of the ground 
which has never been touched by a spade, and never 
opened for graves, and there is a great deal taken up 
with shrubberies and such like. They have only to go 
to the brow of the hill , where there are only eight or 
ten vaults. Interments, too, have taken place behind 
the vaults in the back portion of the grounds ; but we 
say, with regard to the cemetery grounds, that if they 
are re-adjusted or re-allotments made, there is sufficient, 
according to the testimony of the town surveyor given 
early in 1S73, for more than sixty years, and of the 
town councillor, on the same occasion, for perhaps 
one hundred years. We also say that there are fifteen 
acres of this ground which remain lying without being 
used at all ; that is, fifteen acres out of the forty-five. 
Some waifs and strays of the Catholic religion in 
Belfast, without the pale of the church, have been 
bui-ied there, but the fifteen acres to which I allude 
were allocated for the burial of Catholics, and that 
portion of ground remains unused. 

1349. We understood that the cemetery was 
divided into two portions, one for the Catholics, one 
for the Protestant community, and a small portion for 
the Jewish community, for which there was a pay- 
ment received by the Corporation ? — Thirty acres are 
allocated to Protestant burials, and fifteen acres were 
set apart for the burial of Catholics, and out of the 
thirty acres, I think there is a small space walled off, 
given to the Jews, of which I think there are only a 
few families in the town. 



1350. Do you complain of that allocation of the 
fifteen acres for Homan Catholic burials, and can you say 
why they are so sparsely occupied by them 1 — That 
ground is not occupied by them at all ; there is no 
Catholic buried in it except those outside the pale of the 
church, because the church prohibits burials there. 
There are not more than six or seven interments of 
persons who are outside the pale of the church. 

1351. Do you know why it is not used by the 
Catholic portion of the community when it was set 
apart for them? — I know the reason perfectly well. 
The reason is that the Town Council would not give 
the necessary powers to the Catholic Bishop over the 
grounds. The question with the Catholic Bishop was 
this, whether the ground was for Catholics alone, and 
if so, had the Catholic Bishop and his clergy powers 
of ascertaining that the persons buried in that portion 
belonged to the Catholic religion. This ground is 
retained, and cannot be used but for Catholics, and it 
remains unproductive ; and if an arrangement could 
be made with the Catholic Bishop, probably this 
fifteen acres could be made available for Protestant 
purposes, inasmuch as the Catholics have since got a 
cemetery of tlieir own. 

1352. The resolution of the Town Council of Octo- 
ber, 1876, is to the effect that additional ground is 
required for the purpose of making graves, and it 
recommends in consequence that this ground in Falls 
Park be taken for the purpose ? — Yes. 

1353. You say that an equal quantity of ground 
could be got to supply the deficiency alleged by the 
Corporation by using the ground set apart for, but not 
occupied by the Catholic ? — Yes ; and by re-apportion- 
ing the Protestant portion of the ground. 

1354. In addition to the thirty acres set apart for 
Protestant burials, there are you say fifteen acres at 
present unoccupied ? — I say there are thirty acres ap- 
propriated for the burial of Protestants, and if those 
thirty acres were properly re-allotted according to the 
various gradations, sufficient ground would be obtained, 
even without resorting to the fifteen acres set apart for 
the Catholics. I say in the first instance that there is 
too little ground for a certain class of graves, and too 
much, for other classes. There is ground there that 
must lie unproductive for generations if it is not re- 
allotted. The fifteen acres to which I have already re- 
ferred has been lying practically unused since the 
cemetery was opened in 1869. I remember in that 
year the contention between the bishop and the Town 
Council, and I was one of those who went with the 
bishop before the Privy Council with regard to the 
Catholic portion of the cemetery, when Judge Keogh 
asked what was the reason why the bishop and the 
Catholics of Belfast could not be given by a resolution 
of the Corporation the powers which the bishop wanted. 
The Town Council however remained steadfast, and 
refused to comply with the bishop’s requirements, and 
yet they afterwards allowed this small portion that I 
have previously mentioned, to be walled off and given 
to the Jews on the very same terms as those the bishop 
wanted with regard to the ground originally intended 
for the Catholics. That is my belief I say now that 
the Catholics have cemetery grounds of their own in- 
dependent of this altogether, and if this fifteen acres 
could by a compromise being effected between the 
Catholics and the Town Council, be used for Protes- 
tant purposes, it would save the necessity for looking 
for ground elsewhere. 

1355. What powers did the Catholic bishop require ? 
— I believe there was a document handed in to the 
Town Council at the time fully stating what the bishop 
required. 

1356. You say that the Roman Catholics have a 
cemetery of their own ? — They have. 

1357. Was that in existence before 1869, or was it 
got since? — It was got since. When the bishop could 
not get the portion of ground allotted by the Corpora- 
tion for Catholic burials upon the conditions which he 
desired to impose, he bought ground of his own. The 
Privy Council said it would have been hard to get 
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liberty to open another cemetery, but under the cir- 
cumstances those power's would be granted to the 
bishop. 

135S. "When was the application made to the Privy 
Council 1 — In 1869, in the year that the cemeteries 
were opened ; another objection was put forward by 
Mr. Finlay MacCance, a gentleman who came with us 
on one of those deputations, of which there were many, 
with regard to the cemetery, and he said “ We object 
to an}' more cemetery grounds being got on the Falls- 
road j we say if you want more cemetery grounds go 
to another part of the town which will be more con- 
venient, and do not be bringing all the dead of Belfast 
up the Falls-road, and injuring our property there. 
We say if in addition to this forty-five acres there is 
more cemetery ground wanted, the Town Council 
should go to the Antrim-road, the Shore-road, or any 
other road, and procure ground there, which they have 
power to do under the Burial Grounds Act of 1866.” 

1359. In what part of the town is the Catholic 
cemetery 1 — It is exactly opposite the Falls-road Park 
grounds, a little further up. 

1360. Mr. Exhaji. — What quantity of ground did 
the Catholics take there ? — Eleven acres. Mr. Suffern, 
the chairman of the parks committee, has always acted 
in the best manner, and endeavoured to keep the Town 
Council right in this matter. 

1361. The motion of the Town Cduncil that has 
been referred to, to appropriate part of this surplus 
ground, was carried by thirteen votes to six ? — Yes. 

1362. Did Mr. Suffern, the chairman of the parks 
committee, vote against it? — Yes. 

1363. Have the Roman Catholics erected a mortuary 
chapel? — Unfortunately they have not ; they have no 
rates to depend on. Although the Catholics are one- 
third of the population and pay rates for the Corpora- 
tion burial-ground, it has been refused to them, and in 
addition to having to buy ground of their own, they 
have expended between £400 and £500 on the drain- 
age of it, and other work. 

1364. You live on the Falls-road. Are there many 
houses there ? — Yes ; and the owners of property com- 
plain that our houses are greatly injured by the con- 
veying of the dead to the cemetery day after day. 

1365. Do you object to the funerals passing by your 
property 1 — I do not object to that. 

1366. Do you object to the number being increased ? 
—Yes. 

1 367. Chairman. — Do you also object to the mode in 
which the sewerage of that part of the town is carried 
on ? — Yes. 

1 368. Is your property situated inside or outside the 
borough ? — Half a mile inside — it is half a mile on this 
side of the cemetery. 

1369. I see there is an item of £832 in the accounts, 
on account of a contract for building a temporary re- 
ception of the dead. Is that only for the reception of 
tire dead in the borough cemetery ? — Yes. 

1370. Is that building used for religious services, 
prayer, &c. ? — Yes. 

1371. Is it fitted up with seats, and so on? — Yes. 

1372. Then it is a mortuary chapel? — Yes. 

1373. Is there one built for the Roman Catholics in 
their part of the cemetery ? — There is not. 

1374. Did they ever apply to have one built? — 
No ; because they never could use this ground on the 
terms they wanted — with a view of having Roman 
Catholic super-vision over it. 

1375. Is the Roman Catholic ground divided by a 
railing or wall ? — It is divided by a sunk ditch, which 
cost .£300, and a stone-faced wall. 

1376. Then it comes to this, that the Roman Catho- 
lics pay for the interment of the Protestant dead, but 
the Protestants do not pay for the interment of the 
Roman Catholic dead? — Yes. 

1377. And the Roman Catholics derive no benefit 
whatsoever from this public cemetery? — None that I 
know of. 

137S. With regard to the sewerage, I believe that 
yon wish to offer some evidence on that point ? — I t.hink 



our portion of the town is badly sewered. Although 
the Falls-road is some half a mile long, and a very im- 
portant thoroughfare with a number of streets abutting 
it on each side, I think I am right in stating that there 
is no main sewer in that street at all. 

1379. Mr. Exham. — If that be so, how are your 
houses drained ? — The end of my houses abuts on a 
street called Spriugfield-road. In that road there is a 
two feet six-inch sewer, which was, I believe, put into 
it by Mr. Coates, the owner of the ground ; he is my 
head landlord. It is a brick barrelled sewer. Thera 
are a number of streets as well as my propei-ty that 
drain into this sewer. There is Malcolmson-street, 
Spring View-street, and Colligan-straet. There are 
thirty or fort}' houses. We have water-closets running 
into this two feet six-inch sewer, and the sewer goes 
into the middle of the Falls-roacl. At one time this 
drain used to go across the Falls-road into an open 
field called Dunville’s field where it emptied itself, and 
the sewage went away wherever it liked until the 
place became so much a nuisance that representations 
were made to the Council about it, and they then got 
put down from this two feet six-inch drain op the 
Falls-road a six or eight-inch pipe — I do not think 
they could he larger, which they ran down the Falls- 
road, instead of going down the Grosvenor-road, until 
they came to Dunville-street, which was paved and 
sewered by the owners. It was then taken down Dun- 
ville-street, about sixty perches, after which they 
turned it round another street and brought it back 
into the Grosvenor-road — bringing it a circuitous route 
of from fifty to sixty yards from where it started. 

1380. Chairman. — The gist of your complaint is 
that they bring this sewer a circuitous route into the 
main sewer, and that instead of the drainage being 
carried through large pipes it is brought through small 
oues ? — Yes. 

1381. How long have these houses on the Falls-road 
been built ? — Some of them longer than I cau remem- 
ber ; my houses were built-in 1867. 

1 3S2. Because (it is an important element in con- 
nexion with Mr. Montgomery’s evidence, for he stated 
that wherever new streets had been made he had 
taken care that new sewers were also made there ? — 
Yes. 

1383. With regard to sanitary matters, do you wish 
to be examined on that subject ? — I do. I have to 
complain that sanitary matters are not attended to in 
our district as they should be. For instance, near the 
Lunatic Asylum there is a large convent on the other 
side of the Falls-road- Convenient to this convent is 
the Carlisle National School, as well as schools for pri- 
vate pupils, and attended by a large number of scholars. 
Well immediately opposite the convent there is a large 
pond which was formerly used for brickmaking pur- 
poses, and which could, in my opinion, be easily drained. 
Indeed I believe that a man could do it in three or 
four hours. Last summer the prioress of this convent 
sent a note to me in which she pointed out that a 
dreadful effluvia was emitted from this pond which 
was then about three feet deep. I went and viewed 
the pond, and saw in it dead dogs, cats, pigs, and other 
animals all exposed there. The stench was very great, 
and when there was wind in that direction it would 
not only affect the people in the asylum and convent 
but affect the people living in the houses in the Spring- 
field-road. Well, I went to the sanitary medical 
officer of the district and I told him about that. I 
went to the dispensary doctor, who lives in one of my 
own houses, and he very kindly went and saw the 
pond of which I complained, and he told me that 
evening or the next morning that its condition was 
intolerable, and that he had sent a note down to the 
sanitary inspector’s office about it. 

1384. Who would that note be sent to? — I do not 
know, but the result of that was, that a man came 
with a drag and dragged out a portion of the dead 
animals, and took them away and buried them ; but I 
visited the place on the next day, and I saw that there 
was still a number of these animals left there, that were 
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iinlWldp.fi In tlie ground under water; and what I 
wanted the medical sanitary officers to do was, to get 
the pond drained off and filled up, for it was there for 
no useful purpose, as no brick-making or any other work 
has been carried on there for the last two years. As I 
have stated, this pond was once used for keeping water 
for brick-making purposes, but it is now unused, and 
there it stands from that day to this, and it never has 
been drained. We have to complain of it very much, 
and what is more, there are several other ponds of 
the same description adjoining populous places in the 
same neighbourhood. 

1385. Do you mean to say, with regard to that 
pond, that nothing further was done than partially 
dredging it 1 — Nothing further. 

1386. Is it in the same state still! — Yes ; it is less 
offensive now, and will, doubtless, remain so until the 
warm weather comes, when it will be as obnoxious as 
ever it was. I anticipate there could have been no 
difficulty in making drainage, and carrying away the 
offensive water and other matter. 

13S7. Where could they run it to? — To the river 
which runs close by. 

1 388. Have you ever made any written application at 
all to Mr. Montgomery, or to the committee who have 
charge of the sewerage — the sanitary committee, with 
respect to the defective drainage which you have already 
described to us so fully? — I cannot -say that I have. 

1389. You never brought any formal complaint 
either before the executive officer or before the com- 
mittee ? — No. There is another matter to which I 
wish to direct your attention, and of which I have to 
complain, and that is with regard to the expenditure 
of the rates in our portion of the town. Some three 
years ago we were promised that there would be a 
flagging put down on the Falls-road, one of the most 
important thoroughfares in Belfast, indeed I might 
say it is the leading thoroughfare. There is a foot- 
path ten feet wide, and we have been promised from 
time to time that there would be a flagging put down 
along that line where the traffic is very great, with 
people walking to and from funerals, and from Bally - 
macarett. We were promised three years ago by the 
corporation that they would flag the thoroughfare to 
the extent of two feet wide for the accommodation of 
foot passengers. That has not been done, and I know 
that long since that promise was made to us similar 
flagways have been put down in other portions of the 
town. The flagway on the Sliankhill-road was put 
down within a very short period of time compared 
with the time when we were promised it. A portion 
of ground was got opposite the convent for £25 by the 
corporation, and they promised to make a footpath 
there, and also that all the footpath would be flagged 
in this way, and that was reported to the town council 
at its next meeting — that £25 was to be given for the 
ground, and the footpath laid down, and it was re- 
mavked by a member of the corporation, that the 
flagging would be put down the whole length of the 
Falls-road, inasmuch as it was the thoroughfare to the 
cemeteries. There is another matter which happened 
recently, and which shows that there is an inclination 
to spend as small a portion of the rates as possible in 
our neighbourhood. It is plain to everyone that large 
sums of the rates for years back have been spent on 
some parts of the town, while other parts have been 
sadly neglected. An instance of this was furnished 



in the case of Milford-street, which has densely in- Belfast. 
habited streets on each side of it, and is an iuipor- rtec. 14, i87t>. 
tant thoroughfare leading from Davis-street to Albert- j #mes 
road (being the continuation of the first-named Colligan. 
thoroughfare), there was a plot of ground not built 
on, and at this time a party had taken it for building 
on. The town council had for a long time wanted to 
prevent people from building on this ground, but at 
last they granted permission, and the complaint we 
make is that the Town Council should have in the 
first instance prevented owners from building on that 
ground, and afterwards permitted them to do so, when 
the ground ought to have been preserved in order to 
perfect the communication between those two thorough- 
fares — Milford-street and Albert-road. For some 
reason or other the pavties who owned the ground at 
last succeeded in getting their plans passed. It came 
to the knowledge of the people residing in the locality 
that this ground was not to be kept open. They sent 
down to the Committee a deputation, which included 
clergymen of the Protestant, Catholic, and Presbyterian 
Churches, and they stated that it would be a public 
convenience if this piece of ground was left open. 

What we wanted the improvement committee to do 
was to pay the party for this piece of ground about 
£140, and to form it into a street joining Milford- 
street to Denis-street for the accommodation of the 
people of the locality and those using the churches in 
the vicinity — Catholic and Presbyterian. Dr. Browne, 
who was the chairman of the improvement committee, 
fell in with our view, and said that that course should 
be attempted as far as they possibly could, and that 
they would endeavour to keep this piece of ground 
open. Mr. Black resisted that proposition, and said 
the Corporation had no money for such purposes. I 
said I could not understand that, that there was surely 
money for making public improvements. I know that 
in different parts of the town large sums had been 
expended, and I could not see why such a paltry sum 
as this could not be advanced. The chairman of the 
committee favourably entertained our case, and a sub- 
committee was, in fact, appointed to go with the 
deputation to the ground and examine it. Before they 
came back with the deputation they consented to give 
£50 if we would buy the ground ourselves — that is, 
that the Town Council would give £50 towards the 
cost of it. Well, the sub-committee went with the 
deputation and examined the ground, and so convinced 
were they of the reasonableness of our request that 
they went back and reported to the full committee, 
and urged the committee to increase their giant towards 
the expense from £50 to £75, which was accordingly 
agreed to. We set about making arrangements to 
buy the ground, but the party, seeing that there was 
some anxiety manifested to get the piece of ground, 
he was hard to deal with, and, as a matter of fact, we 
could not deal with him at all. , The 1 result is that 
half the street is built over. I should tell you that 
the Town Council then reduced their offer from £75 
to £35, and I believe the result was that a collection 
was made to do this, which, I say, should have been 
done by the Corporation, and the expenditure on 
which would have been money well spent. 

1390. Have you got the thoroughfare open now? — 

The result is that only half the thoroughfare is kept 
open now, and it is a disgrace and an eyesore to the 
town, and would be to any place like Belfast. 
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1391. Chairman. — Are you a ratepayer of this 
borough? — I am. 

1392. You have informed us you wish to give 
evidence concerning the Falls Park? — Yes. I can 
corroborate all that the last witness, Mr. Colligan, 
has said with regard to it. Mr. May’s opinion was 
that every inch of that thirteen acres was park ground, 
and should be included in the park, and that if the 
Corporation wanted ground for cemetery purposes 
they must look for it elsewhere. That is precisely 
Mr. May's opinion. How it is we have been so 
opposed in desiring to have a park there I cannot 



understand, and the lame efforts to lay out a park 
there are ridiculous when compared with the flower 
park made .in the Ormeau Demesne. I believe that 
if the Council, with their good advisers and nice 
prompters here, could get another Provisional Order, 
their next step would be to take the entire of this 
Falls Park for cemetery purposes. I am afraid they 
would not be content until they got it all. They have 
ample ground for cemetery purposes, as was shown by 
the testimony of Mr. Carlile and Mr. Montgomery, 
already referred to. 

1393. Is the Falls Park in process of formation 
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Belfast. or is it actually completed, because it makes a great 
Dec. 14,1870. deal of difference 1 — The Falls-road Park was formerly 
jj r a bleach ground, the property of Mr. John Sinclair, and 
Constantine the water was conveyed down from the mountain in a 
O'Neill. pipe for bleaching purposes. In the portion of the park 
that has been staked off — this thirteen acres — there is 
fresh spring water fit for bleaching purposes. There 
is also part of a road that was made by Mr. Sinclair, 
with trees growing on each side of it ; then in con- 
tinuation of that up to rising ground there is a kind of 
a circuitous road about the breadth of one carriage, but 
that road is not formed in a respectable manner, nor is 
it sufficiently wide to allow one carriage to pass another. 

1394. What I want to know is this. The Orrneau 
Park, you say, is a better park than the Falls Park ?• 
— Yes. 

1395. But is the Falls Park now finally completed 
by the Corporation, or are they going to do move, and 
to put it in the same position as the other park. Have 
they in fact left off decorating the Falls Park, and 
finishing it? — I think they are improving it still a little, 
but they are doing so with the greatest reluctance 
possible. That would be shown if the estimates for 
the Falls Park for next year were procured. They 
would show what are the. intentions of the Corporation 
with regard to that park. 

1396. Is there any other matter on which you wish 
to give evidence? — There is nothing else with this 
exception that I do not wish to go too fully into this 
park question from feelings of delicacy. I understand 
well the reasons why this park has not been properly 
made, but I don’t like to speak as elaborately as I 
would wish. 

1397. Keep as much as possible from attributing 
motives and give us the facts? — Well I know as a 
matter of fact that some of the members of the Town 
Council live at Raven-hill convenient to the Orrneau 
Park. There is no member of the Town Council who 
-ives near the Falls-road, and consequently the Corpora- 
tion have no interest there, and they don’t seem to care 
much for making improvements where they have no 
interest. 

1398. Are there not several good houses on the 
Falls-road? — There is a good class of houses, but the 
principal factories and foundries are situated there, 
and there are a number of mill girls working there. 
The heat in these mills is very great and the smell of 
oil is most oppressive. I tell you candidly I could 
not believe until I ascertained it that there were such 
close choking smells in these mills. These places are 
adjacent to the park, and what we -wish is that these 
working classes — who cannot come before you and 
have their interests represented — should have what 
they; badly want — a place where they can go and enjoy 
themselves in the open air. I speak now on behalf of 
this class of people especially that this park is a great 
public necessity. 



1399. That this park is especially a necessity for 
these poor people ? — Yes. They want some relief from 
the heat and noxious smells they have to endure all 
day. 

1400. You know that these mills are inspected, not 
by the officers of the Corporation, but by the factory 
inspectors ? — I am aware of that. 

1401. So that the state in which they are kept rests 
with the factory inspectors ? — Yes ; but this park is 
the only convenient place for the recreation of these 
workers. 

1402. Do many of the workpeople live close to the 
Falls Park ? — Yes ; very many ; they could not go to 
the Orrneau Park for the want of sufficient good dress, 
and besides that the distance is too far. Owing to the 
proximity of Lough Neagh and the Black Mountain 
the aii - in the neighbourhood of the Falls Park has 
been found to be more pure than any other air about 
Belfast — that is one of the great advantages we claim 
for it. 

1403. Then the air is peculiarly suitable for a 
public park ? — Yes. 

1404. Is there any point with regard to the sewerage 
or drainage of the district upon which you wish to 
give evidence ? — I wish to allude to a pond which is 
situate on the Falls-road immediately at the flour 
mills. I got a memorial signed by a large number of 
the inhabitants, and Dr. Heaney said that this pond 
was a public nuisance and dangerous to health in 
summer. The water iu it is used for the purpose of 
condensing steam, and the water comes by a circuitous 
route. It is also used very often for the purpose of 
raising steam at one of the mills, and goes to Mr. 
Alexander’s flour mills. In summer the smell of that 
water is very offensive and the water is poisonous. As 
I have said I brought a memorial to the Council about 
that. 

1405. How long ago? — The summer before last. I 
may tell you that the nature of this pond is such that 
those living or working in immediate proximity to it 
in the summer cannot have an open window as the air 
outside is worse than the air inside. Two members of 
the Council, after the memorial was presented, came 
and examined this pond. Nothing, however, has been 
done since that time beyond the raising of the wall 
around it — the pond remains the same, and in the 
summer months those living on the Falls-road and pay- 
ing taxes have to endure the dangerous effluvia from 
it. The nuisance is not abated although the memorial 
I presented was signed by the clergymen of the different 
religious persuasions, and several inhabitants of the dis- 
tinct, and two members of the Council examined the 
place. The only thing done as I have said was the 
raising of the wall 'which, however, is not higher than 
a man’s head. You cannot see the pond now owing to 
the height of the wall, but the offensive smell is the 
same. 



Mr. Samuel Mr. Black re-examined. 

1406. Mr. Black . — I wish to state that the Har- the Harbour Commissioners in connexion with the 
bour Commissioners do not prevent us from emptying sewage scheme is as to the point of discharge 
the sewage into the Lagan ; the only difficulty with Adjourned. 



Dec. 16, 1876. 

Mr. Samuel 
Keatley, 



December 15, 1876. 

Mr. Samuel Keatley examined. 



1407. Chairman. — Axe you a ratepayer and owner 
of property at Richmond-crescent, on the Antrim- 
road, in the borough ? — Yes. 

1408. I understand you wish to give evidence with 
regard to the imperfect sewage in your locality? — The 
sewer in the new street into which the water-closets 
in the houses there discharge has no connexion with 
the main sewer, .but discharges itself into an open 
pond quite close to it. The new street is called 
Richmond-street. 

1409. How long have these houses been built ? — 
About eight years; some of them more recently — 
about.six years. 



1410. Has that pond never been cleaned out? — I 
think not. It belongs to Mi - . Philip Johnson. 

1411. If it is used for the purpose you mention, and 
is never cleaned out, it must be in a very offensive 
state ? — The people there complain greatly about it, 
and I have been asked to attend here and represent 
the matter to yon y but I am not myself aware whether 
it is in such an -offensive state. Scarlatina has been 
very prevalent there for the last two years. There 
are four houses in the street, and there is scarlatina 
in two of them at the present time, and. one of the 
houses is now vacant. 

1412. - You were asked to come here and represent 
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the matter, but you have not visited the pond your- 
self ? — Yes ; I have not visited it myself lately. 

1413. Surely, under the circumstances, it is the first 
thing you should have done? — Two years ago the 
Council called this a nuisance, and nothing has been 
done since, so far as I am aware, to abate it; the 
nuisance remains there still. 

1414. Is it your property that drains into that 
sewer ? — I have no house property in that street. It 
belongs to other parties ; but the drainage of my 
houses further up on the Antrim-road goes into that 
sewer and into the pond. 

1415. In fact the sewage of your houses goes there ? 
— Quite so ; and my attention was not drawn to this 
matter until between two and three years ago. The 
Council then called it a nuisance. When this street 
was first made I paid £40 or £45 towards the work, 
believing that it was correctly done. I find that this 
new sewer was made northward instead of southward. 
The main sewer is at the south eind. 

1416. Does the sewage go into the pond instead of 
into the main sewer ? — Yes. 

1417. Since the Council pronounced it a nuisance 
have you done anything to draw the attention of the 



sanitary inspector of the district to the fact that it re- Belfast. 
mains still in the same state ? — I wrote to Mr. Scott, the Dec. is, ist«. 
executive sanitary officer upon the subject, immediately Mr Samuel 
after the Council admitted the grievance, two or three Keatlv. 
years ago. I have heard nothing about it since. 

141S. And you have done nothing since? — It was 
stated by Mr. Hastings, the engineer who examined 
the state of the sewage of that district that it was a 
piece of bungling. 1 am a civil engineer myself. 

1419. Mr. Lawless. — When and to whom did you 
pay your contribution for the making of that sewer? — 

I gave it shortly after it was finished to Mr. Kent, 
who owns a large property on the Antrim-road to pay 
with his own, for making the new sewer in this new 
street. 

1420. That was two years ago? — It was six or seven 
years ago. 

1421. By whom was the sewer made? Was it by 
the Corporation? — Their man had the management 
of it. 

1422. Mr. Kent is not an officer of the Corporation? 

— Not that I am aware of. 

1423. You paid the contribution to him as a private 
owner of property ? — Yes. 



Hr. Montgomery recalled. 



1 424. Chairman. — Have you heard the statement 
of Mr. Keatley as to the sewer in Richmond-cresent ? 
— I have. 

1425. Can you give us any explanation about it? — 
I can. The owners of property there made that 
sewer. I hold in my hand the plan of certain streets 
near Richmond-crescent, the property of Messrs. Philip 
Johnston and Company. This plan was submitted to 
me in July, 18GG, and after being frequently disap- 
proved of by me in my written reports it was ulti- 
mately approved on the Gth February, 18G7. My 
objection to this scheme was that there was no proper 
outlet for the drainage — that we ought not to allow 
any houses to be built there, nor any streets to be laid 
out, until a sufficient mode of drainage was provided. 
This was immediately after the Act was passed to 
enable us to divide the upper zone of the borough 
into districts (the Act of 1865), and to impose two- 
thirds of the cost of each district on the inhabitants. 
It was urged by the owners of property there that the 
district was young, and so for a year or two the 
drainage was staved off, but it was ultimately accom- 
plished. 

1426. What drainage ? — The Antrim-road drainage 
district. The owners selected my predecessor, Mr. 
Hastings, a man of great eminence, who assures me 
that the drainage has been a very great success, and 
it is the first time in my life that I have ever heard 
any charge of bungling brought against it. Mr. 
Hastings had a conference with me, and by putting 
our heads together we thought that a method of drain- 
age by tanks might be made. The tanks were drawn 
out on this plan by Mr. Hastings, who was then acting 
in a private capacity for Mr. Johnston, the owner of 
the property. He says, “ These tanks will be removed 
a sufficient distance from the houses.” These tanks 
have been constructed, but not until the Council 
threatened hostile measures against the owners of pro- 
perty. They are not quite finished yet. The Council 
made complaints to the owners that the system had 
not been fully carried out as undertaken in the plan. 
We did not press the matter for some years, and I will 
tell you why, because the great bulk of the nuisance 
that used to flow past Mr. Keatley’s property was 
intercepted and taken into the district sewer some time 
ago. 

1427. Is there a main sewer? — There is a great 
main sewer passing along the high road in front of 
Mr. Keatley’s houses at such a level as would drain 
most of the nuisance complained of, but not all Mr. 
Keatley’s houses. - 

1428. Are there connecting drains from the houses 
to the sewers that you speak of ? — I will explain that. 
When additional houses were being built the evil 



became conspicuous. We called on the owners for 
deodorization, and Mr. Hastings agreed some months 
ago to remedy the defect in the sewerage, and those 
works are still in progress. That, I think, disposes 
of the private question. It was adopted as a tem- 
porary expedient until such times as we could impose 
a sewage rate on the district, and thereby make an 
effective system of drainage. 

1429. Wliat question do you say that disposes of? 
— Die private question. It is a matter done entirely 
by the owners of property ; but I may say on behalf 
of the Corporation that we are ready at any time 
to make a new sewerage district which will include 
those houses. 

1430. Your point is that these are drainage works 
not constructed by you, but with your consent (your 
reluctant consent), until the drainage rate could be 
imposed ? — Yes. 

1431. Mr. Exham. — Y ou say yourself that the main 
sewer down the Antrim-road is constructed at such a 
level that the backyards of the houses there cannot be 
drained into it. Is that so ? — That is what I am now 
coming to. 

1432. Chairman. — Mr. Keatley told us that he 
contributed what he was told was his portion of the 
cost of the drainage. Did any of that come into the 
hands of the Corporation ? — Not one farthing. The 
head landlord has sub-let this property in building leases. 

1433. The head landlord is Mr. Johnston? — Yes. 

1434. Mr. Keatley paid to the person whom he 
held under? — Yes. 

1435. To Mr. Kent? — Yes; Mr. Kent holds from 
Mr. Johnston. 

1436. - Was any portion of that £45 paid by Mr. 
Keatley paid by Mr. Kent to the Corporation 1 — No. 

1437. Mr. Lawless. — There is one thing I want to 
know before you go any further. Do you admit it to 
be the case that the sewer in Richmond-street has no 
connexion with the main sewer ? — It has none nor 
can the sewerage be sent into it without the aid of a 
steam engine. 

1438. Is it time that the outfall from that sewer is 
into the open pond ? — Yes. 

1439. How long has that state of things existed? 
—Since 1867. 

1440. Has there been a sewer rate laid for that dis- 
trict since that time ? — There has, and there has not. 
That requires explanation. Do you obseiwe this line 
on the plan? (Produces plan.) That represents the 
taxing area for this drainage district (the Antrim-road 
district). The property in question all lies outside of 
that boundary and has not been rated except Mr. 
Keatley’s own row of houses (he has three, and there 
are four others — seven altogether) which are within 
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Belfast. the drainage district. The ground floor of those houses 
Dec. is, i8io. and all the floors above the ground floor could be 
Mr John drained into the main sewer, but the ground falls so 

James rapidly that it would have been shameful bungling to 

Montgomery, have made this arterial sewer at such a level sis would 
have drained the declivity, and the town surveyor who 
would have done it should have been dismissed. The 
whole outer zone is being rapidly divided into drainage 
districts, of which the Antrim -road is one. Four of 
these districts have been completed and half a dozen of 
the leading roads have been drained like the Antrim- 
road at proper levels. It happens, with respect to these 
half a dozen houses, that owing to the great fall in the 
ground the kitchens are in the front of the houses 
which front to the Antrim-road sewer, and a very 
great difficulty arose about the rating — whether or not 
such houses, in which only portion of the back and 
yard were drained were to be entirely rated or only the 
parts which could get the benefit of the drainage, and 
whether that part should bo charged not only with 
the sewer rate but with the frontage charge. 

1441. What is the frontage charge ? — The centre of 
Belfast had all been drained ; there are drains in eveiy 
street in the centre of the town, and in 1865 the 
Council cast about for an equitable way of draining 
the immense suburbs that were being made after the 
American war, and we found an Act of Parliament, 
the “Towns Improvement Clauses Act, 1847,” 
which contained provisions suitable fog our purpose. 
We then put clauses into our Act of 1865, as to the 
charge for district drains which Parliament passed, 
and we divided that charge into three portions, one- 
third was made a general charge over the borough 
payable out of tbe general purposes rate — one-tliird 
was charged on the occupiers of houses in the district, 
and the remaining third was charged on persons having 
building ground and houses fronting the main sewer 
who by this means escaped the necessary duty of con- 
structing a sewer for their own property. 



1442. Has it been doubted whether you could 
charge the same party the drainage rate and the 
frontage charge? — The one is a money payment, and 
the other Is a rate. After proper legal advice, and 
full consideration the Council came to the conclusion 
that they were bound in such cases to make the double 
charge ; and a very leading gentleman in town in this 
very district contested it with us. He took advice on 
the subject, and after a good deal of hesitation and 
delay he paid it. 

1443. Who was that? — Mr. William Thompson, 
secretary of the Harbour Board. Therefore we go on 
charging it and we feel it to be equitable for this 
reason — The health of eveiy district is important, and 
you not only make your property better and more 
valuable, but you improve the health of the inhabitants 
of that district, and health is so much gain. 

1444. Mr. Exham. — But in this case the houses 
are built nearly ten years and the tanks are not made 
yet, so there has not been any gain to the health of the 
inhabitants ? — Yes that is so. 

1445. Why have you allowed ten years to elapse 
without requiring this to be done, Mr. J ohnston. As I 
readtheActof Parliament you ought to have made proper 
sewers at once l — I think seven or eight houses would do 
very little additional harm to a river which drains seven 
or eight mills. The river discharges a large volume 
of water and carries off the nuisance from these houses. 
It is not a dam as represented but a watercourse. 

1446. Was there ever any directions given by the 
Corporation to have that particular portion of the river 
cleaned out so as to abate the nuisance caused by it? 
— It is really the first movement that I heard of a 
general complaint in reference to this river. 

1447. But you stated just now that it was a 
nuisance? — Yes ; but I had not heard any general 
complaint of it. 

1448. Was there ever any direction given to have 
it cleaned ? — No ; nor did I hear it was necessary. 



Mr. Alexander 
Turnbull. 



Mr. Alexander Turnbull re-called. 



1440. Mi-. Lawless. — What rate do you charge 
private consumers for gas ? — 3s. 11(7 per thousand feet. 

1450. Do you supply gas outside the municipal 
boundaries ? — Yes, to a considerable extent. 

1451. Do you charge them the same price ? — We do. 

1452. Although they are not subject to the munici- 
pal taxation ? — Yes. 

1453. Chairman. — Did the Corporation supply it 
to outsiders at the same rate as the former gas com- 
pany? — Yes; and we gave them the same reduction 
as we gave to those inside the borough. 

1454. It was quite natural that when you took over 
the works with the price at 4s. 6d. that you should sup- 
ply the consumers outside the borough at the same rate, 
but when you reduced the charge to consumers inside 
the borough it does not follow that you should reduce 
it to those outside. There is a great difference between 



the charge you made then and now ? — The opinion 
was that there should be a uniform price. The matter 
was frequently under discussion and one reason given 
for reducing it was that the great bulk of the consu- 
mers living outside the borough are also merchant and 
trader consumers inside the borough. 

1455. Mr. Lawless. — You found that system exist- 
ing when the gasworks were taken over by the Cor- 
poration ? — Yes. 

1456. Have you laid down any now mains since the 
Corporation became owners ? — -Yes, we have extended 
the mains outside the borough boundary. 

1457. Did you require any contribution towards 
that work from the residents there ? — Yes ; it is a 
.natter of arrangement in the Sydenham district — con- 
sumers there contribute one-lialf of the expense of the 
work. 



Mr. Jnine» 
M'Caldii’. 



Mr. James M ! Caldin examined. 



1458. Chairman. — Are you a ratepayer ? — Yes. 

1459. You have a note of the points to which you 
wish to refer ? — Yes. Mr. Black in his statement 
says that Griffith’s valuation made in 1860 was greatly 
below the present value, and I must contradict that 
statement, and my reason for doing so is this — I have 
property at Richmond and elsewhere, and which was 
valued in 1860 at £50 and is now let at £65. Other 
property, valued by Griffith’s valuation at £445, is 
now let by me at £553, which makes only twenty-five 
per cent, of a difference. I have another property 
here in the suburbs tliat was valued in I860, and there 
is only twenty per cent, between Griffith’s valuation 
and the letting value. I think that is generally the 
difference between the rent and valuation except in 
perhaps a few leading streets. 

1460. Is your property in the suburbs ? — Partly, 
but all in the borough. I have also property in 



Waring-street, in which there is about twenty per cent, 
of a difference. 

1461. You spoke about Richmond-crescent ?— Yes. 
It is the enormous taxation in Belfast that keeps the 
value of property down. It is beyond that of any 
other town in the United Kingdom. 

1462. 'What are the taxes ? — 4s. lid. in the pound 
municipal taxes, poor-rate Is. 8d., and water-rate lOd. 
I believe it is about 2s. 9 d. for other taxes. The 
Antrim-road district sewage rate is Id., but the 4s. lid. 
includes that 7d. ; and besides that I paid about £100 
towards making that sewer. It is not that Griffith’s 
valuation is too low, but it is that we are too heavily 
taxed ; and if the Town Council got another £50,000 
by a new valuation it would go just in the. same way 
as their present income. Griffith’s valuation is from 
20 to 25 per cent, below the letting value, and it is a 
very reasonable allowance to make. We would not 
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on any account like the Town Council should have any 
power of revaluation. 

1463. The Town Council have no power over it? — 
Nor would we like them to have. 

1464. Do you say that there should not be a re- 
valuation? — Yes ; and if we should have a revalua- 
tion, that the Town Council should have no power 
over it. From the year I860 the extent of property 
has doubled, and yet our rates keep on increasing. One 
would think that the great increase in the population 
of Belfast would reduce the rates, but it has not done so. 



1465. Mr. Lawless. — Would it not be very much Belfast. 
to your advantage that the rates should be reduced, J>ec. is, isr6. 
and this might be effected by a fair revaluation ? — jj r _ j ames 
Yes ; but we are afraid to allow the Town Council to jpCalilin. 
have any control over it. 

1466. Supposing that property in 1860 was valued 
at £60 and £80, and that at present it is let at £200, 
do you not think it should be valued higher? — 

Certainly ; and so it is. I think there may be fifty 
or 100 eases of that kind. 



Mr. Black recalled. Black"™" 6 ' 

[Mr. Exham read report of the 17th September, Corporation to deny that the Blaekstaff is a nuisance ; 

1873, of the sub-committee of the law and sanitary but the difficulties hitherto in the way of our remedy- 
committees, of which Mi\ John Durnen was chairman, ing that nuisance have been so great that so far we 
with regard to the Blaekstaff. In that report the com- have been unable to overcome them. An effectual 
mittee point out that the nuisance is actually caused remedy does not lie in these petty suggestions made 
and originated by the Town Council themselves in some by that sub-committee, but by the construction, as 
respects by emptying the town sewage into the stream, Mr. Montgomery has suggested by his scheme, of a 
by the mills and other manufactories discharging the system of main drainage for the town, and this system 
polluted matter into the streams. The millowners the Corporation have been prevented from cairying 
pumped the water into their concerns, which, after out owing to the difference existing between the Cor- 
being used by them, was discharged into the river.] poration and the Harbour Board as regards the outlet 

1467. Mr. Exham. — I call attention to the report for the sewage, and also the serious expense that 

principally because of the statement made by Mr. would be incurred in constructing the works. When 
Scott, the executive sanitary officer, that he never the town is prepared to meet those difficulties, the 
heard any complaints made about the state of the work, no doubt, will be earned out. No suggestion 
Blaekstaff. has ever been made about dealing with the Blaekstaff 

Mr. Bloch. — You will bear in mind that Mr. Scott nuisance or any other nuisance that was not carefully 
is only the executive sanitary officer of the Corpora- considered. I may say further than that, that the 
tion since the passing of the Public Health Act, 1874. opinion of the present Attorney-General (Mr. May) 

1468. Mr. Exham. — I am aware of that, but a was taken on the subject, and he personally with 

memorial was sent up to the Local Government Board myself inspected the entire Blaekstaff and the Pound 
by a number of medical men regarding the state of the Burn for the purpose of seeing if there were any way 

river, and yet Mr. Scott stated that he had not heard of remedying the nuisance, or if we had any rights 
that there were any complaints made about the Black- in the river beyond what we already exercised. 

staff. The report goes on to say that the Blaekstaff 1473. Mr. Exham. — Did the Attorney-General 
and Pound Bum are converted into open sewers, and (Mr. May) tell you that you had no power of prevent- 
that they receive the whole of the sewage of the ing the millowners from sending all the'filthy sewage 
districts through which they pass, as well as a large of their factories into the Pound Burn and the Black- 
quantity of most offensive matter from most of the staff? — I am prepared to say that he did. If you 
buildings near the streams ; that the water is taken refer to section 90 of the Act of 1845, and section 61 
by the numerous mills and manufactories along the of the Act of 1850, you will find that the Corporation 
course of the Pound Bum, and after being used for were empowered to make sewers and to run these 
condensing purposes is sent back to be taken and used sewers into any river or stream. The Corporation of 
over again further down, and when thus returned to the day exercised that power, and unfortunately, for 
the river at a higher temperature was then more after generations used the Blaekstaff as a common 
offensive. The committee say that during the time sewer ; and we were advised that until we took the 
they were making their inspection “ it was almost beam out of our own eye we could not insist on the 
impossible to remain more than a few minutes on the millowners taking the mote out of theirs. When we 
banks of the river the effluvia was so intolerable.” have got suitable main sewers, no doubt the millowners 
The sub-committee were of opinion that at many points will run their sewage into them, 
where the sewers were discharged into the river they 1474. Have you got the opinion of the Attorney- 
might easily have been turned in another direction. General upon that point? — Yes. (Hands in the 

I want to know has anything been done since 1873 opinion of the Attorney-General.) 
regarding the matters stated in this report ? 1475. When you say that the Corporation carefully 

Mr. Black. — If you turn to the Act of 1845 you considered every suggestion that was made about the 
will find by section 90 that the Corporation had power Blaekstaff, will you tell me was anything done to 
to use the Blaekstaff as a common sewer. carry out the resolution of the 28th October, 1873, as 

1469. Chairman. — Why was not the report of the to the committee’s carrying on its investigation, and 

sub-committee entered on the minutes ? — It was not as to employing an engineer to consider the matter 
adopted by the committee at all. with them? — There was not anything further done as 

1470. But why is there not some record on the to that. The Corporation were waiting to have one 
minutes as to its having been brought forward? — I will comprehensive scheme of drainage. 

be able exactly to give you the facts connected with it. 1476. Dd you think that under the 51st section of 

1471. Mr. Exham. — T hen there follow the sugges- the Act of 1850 , to which you have called our attention, 
tions made by the sub-committee regarding the mode the Corporation have the power and right to turn 
of remedying the nuisance, and also a resolution passed the public sewers into the Bound Burn and Blaekstaff 
by the committee to the effect that the suggestions of rivers ? — I do. 

the sub-committee should be referred to the borough 1477. Do younotsee that thosection says “but so that 
surveyor to consider if they were practicable. the same shall in no case become a public nuisance or 

Mr. Black — The suggestions of the sub-committee annoyanceto the neighbourhood.” How can you justify 
were absolute impossibilities, for you cannot make this when everyone admits that these rivers are a fright- 
sewers run up a hill. ful nuisance and caused in a great measure by ih.e sewers 

1472. Chairman. — But the sub-committee report which the Corporation have constructed discharging 

the Blaekstaff and Bound Burn to be a nuisance. filthy matter into them ? — I think still they have the 

Mr. Black. — And I am not here on the part of the power of doing so. 
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Mr. William Agnew examined. 



147S. Mr. Lawless. — You reside in Belfast? — Yes; 
in No. 4, Henry-street. 

1479. To what do you wish to call our attention? 
— To the state of sewage of Henry-street, abutting on 
Corporation-street. The nuisance we have to complain 
of arises from the discharge of the water used by 
the York-street spinning mill into the Blackstaff, and 
which passes by the houses in my street. The effluvia 
arising from this is very offensive. 

1480. Who is the proprietor of that mill? — It is a 
limited company. The water when used in that mill 



passes down the main sewer in my street. There a 
smell rises from a grating in the street near my own 
house, which 1 have felt in my own dining room. 

1481. How long have you perceived this nuisance? 
— For years. I set to work myself and got the sewer 
cleansed. 

1482. Does that smell arise from the heated water 

from York-street mill getting into the main sower ? 

Yes. They use the sewer for carrying off their water 
and sewage. 



Mr. John 
Montgomery. 



Mi-. Montgomery re-called. 



14S3. Chairman. — Have you noticed this grating 
that has just been referred to by Mr. Agnew ? Hns 
your attention ever been drawn to the matter ? — Not 
to that case, but such matters are frequently the sub- 
ject of complaint. When the owners of houses put 
improper traps and proper pipe sewers, no smell can 
arise. There is a general question about the condensed 
water going into the sewer. It is used for condensing 
purposes in the mills, and sent out again in a worse 
state, and I apprehend that we cannot prevent it. I 
have put in several hundred ventilators in the sewers 
and it is very much better to allow the smell to escape 
by them to the surface than to allow it to go into the 
houses. Yon must have sewers to dispose of bad 
smells. I can construct an entirely new system of 
drainage for the borough at a cost of half a million of 
money which will cure that. 



1484. Were many of the connecting drains made 
before you became surveyor ? — Yes. 

1485. Is it not the duty of the parties making 
them to put themselves in communication with you or 
youi- staff to see that they are properly made, and that 
they enter the sewer at the proper place ? — Yes, and to 
see that the traps are properly made. 

1486. In the case of old houses have you no means 
of knowing the state of the drainage until it is brought 
under your notice by the owner ? — The sanitary staff 
take the trouble of examining the houses to find out if 
there is a bad smell. In the house where I reside 
they took active steps to make the landlord attend to 
the drainage, but generally speaking notice is given 
to the sanitary staff about had smells and then steps 
are taken to have the nuisance abated. 



Mr. Foster 
Connor, j.f 



Mr. Foster Connor, j.p., examined ; 



1487. Chairman — You wish to give evidence? — 
Yes ; I wish to say something about the Blackstaff and 
Pound Bum. I am the only factory owner on the 
Pound Barn, using the water for mill purposes, and I 
have heard it stated here that all nuisances and offen- 
sive matters are discharged by the mill owners into it. 
Now I wish to say that I do not discharge any into it 
because I was noticed by the Town Council many 
years ago not to do so, and t do not. They take 
away the offensive matter every morning from my 
place. 

1488. When were you noticed by the Town Council 
not to send the water into it ? — Long ago. I am the 
only person on the Pound Bui-n who uses the water fox- 
mill purposes. The Coi-poration cart away the offen- 
sive sewage matter every morning from mv place ever 
since they gave me notice. 

14S9. Do they send their carts to remove it? 

Yes. 

1490. Do they empty your desspool ? — Yes. With 
regard to the condensing water, of course I take it 
from the river and discharge it again after I have 
used it. After it is used by me it becomes more 
offensive by being heated. I admit that. I t.hink 
the remedy to prevent all that would be by making 
two sewers — one for the sewage proper, and one for 
conveying the water itself down the stream. The 
water is supplied directly from the Falls-road district. 
The Falls river comes down past the distillery, and I 
would suggest that the water should be conveyed 
from the mill-dam down to the Pound Bum, and 
discharged into the Blackstaff in a pure or compara- 
tively pure state, which could be done. The offensive 
matter could be taken down by a separate sewer and 



discharged into the street sewers. Mr. Montgomery, 
who is very conversant with this question, said that it 
is impossible to run water up a hill, hut if you raised 
the sewers it would meet that objection. 

1491. Is the water from your mill offensive ? — No 
doubt it is. 

1492. Is that because the Pound Burn receives the 
sewage of houses above you ? — Yes. 

1493. Are there many ? — Two or three streets, and 
besides there are a great many houses on the Falls- 
road that drain into it. 

1494. What you wish to convey to us is, that you 
do not add to the impurity of the river by your own 
sewage, and that the water, in being used in your 
mill, is only rendered more impure, as it is impure 
before you get it at all ?— Precisely so. The Blackstaff' 
in itself is really not a nuisance — in fact it is impos- 
sible that it could he a nuisance. It is the Pound Burn 
emptying itself into it which makes it a nuisance. 

1495. Mr. Lawless. — After the junction of the 

two sti-eams does the Blackstaff become a nuisance ? 

Yes ; in the summer time it becomes a great nuisance, 
but at the present time it is not so. I am the only 
one in the Pound Burn, and but for my interest in it 
it might be closed to-morrow. 

1496. Have you raised the height of the water by a 
weir ? Yes, that has been done about twenty-five years. 

1497. Does that give your miff the use of the water t 
— Yes. 

1498. There is no question in the world but that 
the Pound Burn could be relieved by the system of 
two sewers which I have referred to — one to carry off 
the water and one to cany off the sewage matter. 



Dr. Bryce 
Smyth. 



Dr. Bryce SmYth examined. 



1499. Chairman. — You have some complaints to 
make 1 — Yes, with reference to the insufficient sewage. 
We are subject to periodical floods. Dr. Ferguson, 
who lives in a house close to me, has the same com- 
plaint to make. Glengall-street, Fisherwick-place, and 
Murray’s-terrace, are subject to floods two or three 
times a year. 

1500. Are those streets near the Blackstaff?— Yes, 
they are. 



1501. Above or below its junction with the Pound 
Burn ? — Below it. 

1502. Have you complained to the Corporation or 
made any suggestion to them for the prevention of 
those floods 1 — We have more than once made applica- 
tion to the Town Council to have something done to 
relieve us from them, and have been told that it 
is caused by high tides at the time that there is a .fall 
of rain, but that is not always, though very often it is 
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the cause of the floods, for on the 6th of this month 
(last Thursday week) we had very heavy rain, and the 
lower story of my houses began to be flooded five 
hours before high water, and there were several inches 
of water in the basement long before high water. I 
am satisfied that the street sewer with which my 
sewer is connected is not sufficient to cany off the 
water. In the row in which I live there are under- 
ground areas which are flooded, but it has been stated 
that the reason was that they were at a lower level 
than any of the other houses -with underground areas. 
Mr. Young, the civil engineer, made a survey of the 
place and he found that they were in some cases four 
feet higher, and in others from five to seven inches 
higher than the underground areas of houses in 
Howard-street and Donegall-square, South, and those 
places are not subject to be flooded as we are. 

1503. Are the other places you mentioned also in 
the vicinity of the Blackstaff 1— -Yes. 

1501. Should not they lie flooded as you were if 
it arose from the rains 1 — I should say so, but I do not 
know exactly the construction of their sewers. I be- 
lieve they are connected with another main sewer. 

1505. Can you suggest how this flooding might be 
avoided ! — If the sewers from our houses were con- 
nected with the main sewer very close to us in 
Howard-street, which goes in another direction it 
would very considerably relieve the flooding. 

1500. Have you ever represented this matter to the 
sewage committee ! — Yes ; my friend Dr. Ferguson 
and I attended before one of the committees at the 
suggestion of the borough surveyor. He recommends 
that in the case of one row of houses in Glengall-place 
a valve should be put at the j unction of the sewer from 
the houses with the main sewer. This was done. The 
sewers from the houses were all remade at the expense 
of the tenants by the Town Council during last summer, 
but we have been twice flooded since it was done. 

1507. You find it had no effect! — It has had no 
effect. I might add that the lady who lived in the house 
which I now occupy for fourteen years had no flooding 
during the time that she was there. I am living in 



it about eleven years. I think the same thing exists 
as regards the house in which Dr. Ferguson lives. 

1508. Of course we have had an extremely wet season. 
Is it from that cause only or do you think there has 
been some action by the Corporation or their surveyor 
in the meantime which caused the flooding to exist 
more than during the occupancy of the previous tenant ! 

1509. Dr. Ferguson. — There has been a new sewer 
constructed, and since it was constructed the flooding 
has been worse. 

1510. Dr. Smyth. — A number of new houses were 
erected and the work thrown upon the sewer has been 
more than it is able to bear. It was extremely hard 
for medical men to get houses near the centre of the 
town because they are nearly all made into shops. 

1511. Dr. Ferguson. — I wish to corroborate all that 
Dr. Smyth lias said. 

1512. Did you attend before the committee and 
laid the matter before them 1 — I did and on the sugges- 
tion of the surveyor a valve was placed at the junction 
of the sewer with the main sewer at our expense ; even 
their trying that was the result of three or four applica- 
tions in the one year, and it gave us no relief. 

1513. Mr. Lawless (to Dr. Smyth). — Is it your 
opinion that if the main sewer was enlarged sufficiently 
to do the duty now cast on it from the increase of 
houses the flooding might be stopped! — Yes. 

1514. Chairman.- — If Mr. Montgomery’s scheme for 
the main sewage was carried out, would it have the 
efi'ect of removing your cause of complaint! — Yes ; if 
there was any prospect of its being canied out, but 
until it is we tbink that something should be done to 
put us in the same position we were in some eight or 
ten years ago when the then existing sewers were 
sufficient to protect our houses from being flooded. 

1515. Have any representations been made to the 
Town Council on the subject which have not been 
attended to 1 — I came here some six or seven years ago 
as a deputation and have been frequently here since, 
and I am sure they were not in ignorance of our state. 
That was only as regards three houses in Glengall- 
place, and did not refer to me at all. 



Mr. Montgomery recalled. 



1516. Chairman. — You wish to say something with 
regard to this matter 1 — Yes. In the first place I 
wrote a letter to these gentlemen, informing them that 
the high level sewer which he alludes to would not 
prevent them from being flooded. I think I advised 
that if each bouse would make a proper system of piped 
drains to the main sewer, and put valves on them at 
the expense of about £4 or £5 per house, no flooding 
would, I believe, arise from the sewer, or at all events 
that it would be greatly abated. The work was done, 
and I assert fearlessly that it will greatly abate the 
flooding. The occasion of the last flood was in conse- 
quence of the extremely high tide, which rose a couple 
of feet higher than I have recorded since the time I 
became surveyor. The tide was so high and the flood 
so great on that occasion that many contrivances which 
had lasted for years failed, and amongst the rest Dr. 
Smyth ’s place ; and in point of fact it was the surface 
water from the streets and the overflow water from 
the tide that got into these areas, which should never 
have been made at all. The surface of the ground 
there is scarcely above the tide level. Under no cir- 
cumstances shall we be able to prevent such cellars 



from being flooded. When the river overflows, in 
consequence of high tides, the water will find its own 
level and go into low passages and kitchens. No 
system of drainage will prevent it. 

1517. Could there be relief given in the way 
suggested by Dr. Smyth — by connecting that sewer 
with the other sewer he mentioned! — The levels were' 
taken, and there is not fall sufficient. I for one 
would not be a party to making a sewer without some 
fall. Owing to the improved drainage, it is a fact 
that a much larger quantity of water comes down 
in a given time than used to come down, and this is 
caused by the ordinary rainfalls and the improved 
drains, which send down the water more rapidly than- 
before, and any new sewer that we could construct 
could not carry off the whole of that water at all times. 

1518. Dr. Smyth ,. — If the area basements in Done- 
gall-square, South, are four feet lower than the area 
basements of our houses, how is it that after all the 
work wgs done it did not stop the flooding of our 
houses! — The one set of cellars are, I should say, 
quarter of a mile from the other. The two sewers are 
entirely distinct. 



Mr. William Coates, j,p„ examined. 



1519. Chairman. — You wish to give some evidence 
about the Blackstaff ! — "X es. I was a member of the 
Town Council several times. I believe that the reason 
the Blackstaff is such a nuisance is owing entirely to 
the Pound Burn being allowed to go into it at all. If 
there is any scheme could be devised to divert the 
Pound Burn into the main sewer that runs down 
High-street there would be no nuisance at all in the 
Blackstaff. It passes through property that I have in 
a pure state, and would continue to be pure but for its 



being contaminated by the millowners, who use it for 
engine purposes, and also by the quantity of sewage 
discharged into it. 

1520. Mr. Exhah. — W ould there be any difficulty 
in sending it down the main sewer in High-street ! — I 
do not know the levels, but my impression is there 
would not, because the ground is higher. 

1521. Chairman. — --It seems to me that it would be 
a tremendous thing to turn the Pound Bum into a 
common sewer 1 — A good pox-tion of the Pound Bum 

L 2 
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at present goes into tlie main sewers. I should like to 
put it all in. 

1522. Mr. Exham. — Do you wish to say anything 
with regard to the collection of the rates 1— -Yes. It 
would be a good thing if all the rates were struck and 
collected at one time as they are in Dublin. Owing to 
the way it is managed here there are a great many 



collectors of different rates, and so many rates to be 
collected that you are never free from a tax collector 
coming to you for something. 

1523. Mr. Lawless. — Are not all the municipal 
rates collected at the one time ? — Yes ; but the 
water rate and all the other rates should be struck 
and collected at the same time — as they are in Dublin. 



Mr. James Hart examined. 



1524. Chairman. — You are a member of the Town 
Council ? — Yes. I have been on the Town Council 
since 1834. I have attended particularly the meetings 
of the sanitary committee of which I have been a 
member ever since I joined the Council. 

1525. And you are on it now ? — Yes ; I am on it 
now, and I have heard all that the engineers have 
suggested during that time for the improvement of 
the Lagan and Blackstaff. I am probably one of the 
most regular attendants at the Council meetings. 
[The witness handed in a report of a scheme of his 
own for the cleansing of the Lagan]. 

1526. What you suggest .is that the river Lagan 
requires to be cleansed from the first lock on the 
canal to the quays. How would you do that 1 — By 
dredging in the centre and throwing the mud and 
gravel out on each side. This would cause a good 
sewer, and then noxious matter would not lodge in 
the bed of the river and create a smell. The tide 
coming up always brings something bad with it, and 
noisome smells are created if all the nuisance is not 
earned away by the receding tide. 

1527. Was this report prepared by you at the 



request of the sanitary committee in February, 1875 f 
— Yes. 

1528. Was it entered on the minutes of the corpo- 
ration ? — It was not. 

1529. You contributed this report as an individual 
member of the committee? — Yes. 

1530. Do you know why it was not entered upon 
the minutes ? — I do not. 

1531. Was the plan considered by the committee ? — 
It was. It was in part approved, and in part it was 
not. 

1532. Has any action been taken upon it ? — Nothing 
of any consequence has been done. There has been 
some cleansing, but what I contend is that it should be 
smoothed on the bottom with something like flagging, 
or smooth material of some kind. 

1533. No doubt, if you could asphalte the bottom, 
it would be a very nice thing? — Flagging might be 
cheaper than asphalting. I am opposed to the great 
long sewer that is proposed to take the sewage five or 
six miles down the river, and if they keep it by the 
road they will not have sufficient fall to answer the 
purpose. 



Mr. Samuel 
Black. 



Mr. Samuel Black re-examined. 



1534. Chairman. — "What do you say in reference 
to the first point dealt with by the evidence of Mr. 
Colligan, concerning the intended allocation of a por- 
tion of the Falls Park as additional ground for cemetery 
purposes, instead of for park purposes ? — I may state 
in reference to that, that on the 1st of November, 1869, 
a resolution was passed by the Council to establish and 
maintain two public parks for the use and enjoyment 
of the inhabitants of Belfast, one the Ormeau Park and 
the other on the Falls-road adjoining the borough 
cemetery. That resolution was subsequently con- 
firmed on the 1st of January, 1870, by a majority. 
Subsequently, however, the Corporation seemed to be of 
opinion that it was not desirable to establish the Falls 
Park, inasmuch as the distance out of the town was so 
great, and steps were taken to put the ground adjoin- 
ing the cemetery into the market for public sale. On 
the 22nd of April a deputation from the ratepayers and 
inhabitants of the Falls-road district attended upon 
the Council, and represented their views, and thereupon 
the Council directed the proposed sale not to be pro- 
ceeded with. However, there were two legal diffi- 
culties in the way of establishing a park there : first, 
the Public Parks Act of 1869 only gave power to 
establish parks within boroughs ; second, our own 
Burial Grounds Act of 1866 required that the land 
not to be used for cemetery purposes, should be sold, 
and I advised the Corporation that a mere transfer or 
a nominal transfer from one committee of the Corpo- 
ration to another, would not be a sale within the 
meaning of the Act. Mr. M'Clure and Mr. Johnston, 
the members for the borough, took a very active part 
in obtaining a public Act in connexion with the Parks 
Act. A bill was passed in 1872 (the Public Parks Amend- 
ment Act of 1872) by which Corporations got power to 
sell surplus lands that might not be required for the 
purposes of a cemetery. That Act, therefore, removed 
the first objection. Then came the removal of the 
second. The Corporation were anxious to get several 
additional powers by amendment of their local Acts, 
and application was made to the Local Government 
Board for a provisional order, and eventually the pro- 
visional order was obtained, and an Act enforcing it. 
That provisional order removed the second difficulty as 
to the sale of the surplus lands for the purposes a of park. 



1535. That Act specified the sum to be given for 
the surplus ground to be £5,000 ? — It did. It never 
was intended that the entire of the surplus lands on 
the Falls-road should be devoted to the purposes of a 
park. The intention of the Corporation always was 
that under the provisions of that Public Parks Amend- 
ment Act of 1872, the portion of ground adjoining the 
park should be sold for building purposes. 

1536. The same way as at the Ormeau Park? — 
Precisely. Previous to the Council going for the 
provisional order, the committee considered the ques- 
tion fully, and on the 24th of October, 1872, a plan — 
which I now hold in my hand — was prepared, showing- 
how that surplus land might be disposed of to advan- 
tage, and laid out for building purposes. 

1537. "Was that plan submitted to theLocal Govern- 
ment Board when the provisional order was applied 
for so that they had before them at the time the pro- 
posed allocation of this ground ? — That plan was before 
the inspector who was sent down to make the inquiry 
upon our application for a provisional order. 

1538. Can you tell whether it was before the House 
of Commons when the Act was passed? — I don’t know. 
I don’t think it was. There was no opposition to the 
provisional order and it passed merely as a public Act. 
In framing the provisional order, the words which 
you referred to, or one of the Commissioners referred 
to, embodying the Public Parks Amendment Act of 
1872, were considered by the council for the Corpora- 
tion to be sufficient to enable the ground to be sold in 
the ordinary way, 

1539. They were introduced expressly for that ob- 
ject? — Yes. 

1540. You have since had an opinion from Mr. 
May, Q.C., that they do not effect that object ? — Just 
in riie same way that doctors differ we have had diffe- 
rent opinions on the subject. Mr. May said they did 
not, and Mr. MacDonogh gave an opinion to the effect 
that they did. Some new members came into the 
Corporation from time to time from 1873, and cer- 
tainly some members were of opinion that it was not 
then desirable to establish the park there at all, and in 
addition to that' the ground in the cemetery was being 
taken up and occupied much more rapidly than we 
had at aJl anticipated, and we found that if the same 
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ratio of interments continued as at present, and for 
some time back, in six years’ time we would not have 
a single grave to dispose of unless we went into tbe 
reserved portion of the cemetery — the ornamental part 
and what was reserved for walks. 

1541. In point of fact how much of the forty-five 
acres is reserved as ornamental ground ? — I could not 
really tell you the quantity. 

1542. Mr. Colligan said in his evidence that if a 
proper allocation of the cemetery ground was made 
sufficient space could be found for a considerable num- 
ber of years for the interment of poor persons — in fact 
the class of persons for whom this ground is wanting. 
Have the Corporation considered that ? — Some of the 
graves are now first-class graves ; there are second- 
class graves and so on, and the price varies from £9 
per grave down to £2. I understood Mr. Colligan’s 
statement to be that if we reduced the higher priced 
portion of the ground we would have enough of the 
poorer class of graves for a considerable time. 

1543. We will ask Mr. Colligan. (Addressing Mr. 
Colligan.) My impression is that you said in your 
evidence that if the present allocation of the ground 
was altered there could be a sufficient portion set apart 
for the interment of poor persons at a low charge to 
last for a considerable number of years 1 — Mr. Colligan. 
— You are quite right. 

1544. Then I understood that you also proposed to 
allocate for the like purpose the whole or part of the 
ground set apart for Catholics and not used 1 — You are 
quite right. 

Mr. Black’s examination resumed. 

1545. Has that view ever been presented to the 
Corporation and considered by them 1 — I have no re- 
collection of that view ever having been considered by 
the Corporation. 

1546. Have they been applied to to consider that 
view ? — Certainly not ; they have never been applied 
to. It would totally destroy the ornamental charac- 
ter of the cemetery if you did so. 

1547. I want to know if Mr. Colligan’s objection and 
the objection of Mr. O’Neill and those they represent 
with reference to this reserved thirteen and a half acres, 
has been represented to the Corporation, and whether 
the Corporation could not by a fresh allocation of the 
cemetery grounds obtain all they require for the burial of 
poorer personsat acheaper rate without infringing on the 
ground which was originally intended for a public 
park 1 — I think not. 

154S. This matter has not been considered by the 
Town Council? — No, it has not. 

1549. Mr. Colligan. — We think it is the duty of the 
governing body to reallocate the present burial ground 
before they go and seek for other ground. 

1550. Chairman. — We want to know whether any 
representations had been made to the Council on this 
subject. Mr. Colligan has stated that it is a very 
short time since Mr. Montgomery and Mr. Carlisle 
gave evidence with regard to these grounds. 

1551. Mr. Black. — Under our present arrangement 
we have space for only about 2,370 graves available, 
and taking the ordinary average of the sales of ground 
six years would dispose of every one of those graves. 

1552. At the rate you have been going on lately ? 
— Yes. We have still about 4,800 additional graves 
in places which have been reserved in order to give 
convenient passages to those graves which have been 
let. If these have to be used, the result will be to a 
certain extent to shut up the ones that are occupied 
and taken, and will do away with the facilities which 
exist at present for getting to them. 

1553. Of coursemany of these are vaults, not single 
graves ? — Yes ; enclosed with railings. 

1554. Which will be required to be open for other 
members of families? — Yes. 

1555. In order to use that ground available for 
the 4,800 graves, do you say you would have to use 
the ground now occupied to a great extent by walks 
and approaches to the existing graves? — Yes. 

1556. In point of fact the ground in the Protestant 



portion of the cemetery has been used to a greater Belfast. 
extent than the Corporation anticipated when they Dec. is, is: 
set apart forty-five acres for this purpose 1 — Yes, that Mr Samne i 
is the case, although the cemetery was only opened in Black. 
1S69, we have had about 10,000 interments. The 
exact number is 9,875. 

1557. And the only space left, according to the 
calculation you have made, without entrenching 
upon the roadways and ornamental grounds, is 
2,370 graves, or about six years’ requirements ? — In 
the public ground — where a poor person is buried 
on payment of 2s. 6tZ. we have plenty of room. 

1558. What do you say to the evidence given before 
the Local Government Board inspectors at the inquiry 
by Mr. Montgomery and Mr. Carlisle, which was 
mentioned by Mr. Colligan ? — I do not know what 
evidence they gave. 

1559. When you propounded the scheme of devoting 
this thirteen and a half acres to cemetery purposes, 
did you mean that ground to be used for the free 
burial of poor persons — as public ground ? — Certainly 
not. There are numbers in town of the poorer class 
who don’t like to have their friends buried at the 
public expense. I think as far as the public ground 
is concerned there is space enough for a considerable 
time. After the lapse of fourteen years we can re- 
open the graves in the non-proprietary portion of the 
cemetery — that is the time specified by the Act. 

1560. At the tune the provisional order was ob- 
tained, you did not anticipate having to add to your 
cemetery? — Certainly not. 

1561. What yon intended was to sell off as build- 
ing ground the surplus portion of the land ? — Yes. 

1562. But you now desire to devote it to cemetery 
purposes? — Yes ; exactly so ; and Mr. Macdonogh 
advised us that we had power to do so, and Mr. May 
considered that we had not any such power. 

1563. I see there is marked on the plan of the 
cemetery, thesite of the Protestant and Homan Catholic 
mortuary chapels. Why was the chapel not erected 
on the Homan Catholic portion of the ground the 
same as on the Protestant ? — The Protestant one has 
only been erected within the past year, and the other 
would have been erected at the same time had the 
Homan Catholics availed themselves of the portion of 
the cemetery allotted to them, but they declined to do so. 

1564. Why did they not avail themselves of the 
portion of the cemetery allotted to them ? — An appli- 
cation was made on behalf of the Homan Catholic 
bishop, that certain rules should be made by the 
Corporation, which rules I have in writing. ' They 
required firstly, that the sexton and grave-digger for 
the Homan Catholic portion of the cemetery should 
he Homan Catholics, subject to the approval of the 
Homan Catholic bishop for the time being, and also to 
dismissal by him without his being obliged to assign any 
cause for so doing ; secondly, that persons who com- 
mitted suicide should not be buried in that portion of the 
cemetery, nor should any person be allowed to be buried 
there who should be deemed by the said bishop, or person 
authorized by him for such purpose, to be unfit to be 
buried there ; and that in the sales or lettings, a clause 
to that effect should be inserted in the conveyance. 

1565. That is the sale of any portion of the Homan 
Catholic ground for interments?-— Yes. Thirdly, that 
an annual Stipend should be paid by the Corporation to 
such Roman Catholic clergyman as should be nomi- 
nated by the bishop to act as chaplain of the cemetery 
at the burials of Roman Catholics. Those were the 
rules that were proposed on behalf of the bishop to 
the Corporation, and also some other rules subse- 
quently, very much to the same effect. 

1566. What was the answer of the Corporation to 
that?— That as the Corporation were trustees for the 
public they could not delegate their powers to any 
authority outside the Corporation. 

1567. Did the correspondence then cease? — By no 
means. The bishop went to the Privy Council and 
tried to get the rules I have detailed to you established, 
but the Privy Council refused his application. 

1568. Is that the last feature in the case? — As far 
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as I know that is tlie last feature. Before the applica- 
tion to tlie Privy Council there was an application 
from the bishop or Ins solicitors to purchase from the 
Corporation those fifteen acres so as to get absolute 
control over that ground. That was made in IS 69, 
prior to the application to the Privy Council, before 
the rules were passed for the regulation of the cemetery. 

1569. Was the application to purchase outright be- 
fore the application to you to grant the bishop those 
powers which you declined ? — It was. 

1570. The first application from the Bishop was to 
purchase the ground. That was not in consequence of 
the refusal of the Corporation to grant his proposals ? 
— No, but it was declined. 

1571. And then came the application for those 
powers ? — Yes. 

1572. And when those powers were refused him he 
applied to the Privy Council ? — He did. The case was 
argued on behalf of Bishop Dorrian and the Council, 
and the rules as proposed by the Corporation were 
approved of. The Privy Council, on the application 
of the Corporation, at that time virtually closed up 
tlie other burial grounds within the borough, except in 
certain cases, where interments were allowed in pro- 
prietary graves. 

1573. And the intra-mural burial-grounds were 
closed 1 — Yes. 

1574. Were we correctly informed when we were 
told that since that time no Roman Catholics have 
availed themselves of the privilege of burial wi thin 
that cemetery, except some persons who were consi- 
dered outside the pale of the Church?— As a matter of 
fact very few interments have taken place in the 
Roman Catholic portion of the cemetery — not more 
than six or seven. They have established a cemetery 
of their- own very close to orrrs. Had the Roman 
Catholics availed themselves of the cemetery the burial 
rate would have ceased at a much earlier period than 
it actually did. Next year will be the first year that 
we can do without a burial rate; that would have 
arrived several years ago had the Roman Catholics 
availed themselves of our burial-ground. 

1575. We were told yesterday that a small portion 
of this ground had been set apart for the burial of 
Jews. Is that so? — Yes, but it was a later transac- 
tion altogether, and done with the sanction of the Lord 
Lieutenant. It is a total fallacy on the part of Mr. 
Colligan to say that that has been done on the same 
terms as proposed by the Roman Catholic bishop. 
The Corporation retain the absolute control of that 
portron of the cemetery. The Lord Lieutenant in 
Council approved of the allocation. The thing was 
done in the most regular manner possible. 

1576. Was there any favour shown to the Jewish 
community that was refused to the Roman Catholic 
community? — Certainly not. 

1577. How many burial rates have you levied? 

Since we purchased the cemetery every year, down to 

and including the present year? 

1578. What has been the highest rate? — I think 
M. Last year it was Id. 

1579. Is it Id. this year? — Id. this year, and l-£d. 
last year. There will not be any rate next year. 

1580. Mr. Exham.— A re the rules I hold in my 
hand the rules afterwards sanctioned by the Privy 
Council ? — No ; those are the second set of rules pro- 
posed by the bishop. 

1581. Did you ever make any rules yourself with 
regard to the Roman Catholic portion of the cemetery ? 
—■We made rules applicable to all the portions without 
distinction. 



1582. Were the rules you made the same for Roman 
Latholic and Protestant burials ? — Quite so. 

1583. Was it simply because the Roman Catholics 
cud not make use of their portion of tlie burial-ground 
that you have not erected a mortuary chapel?— Upon 
that ground alone. 

1584. Are the Corporation ready to erect a mortuary 
chapel as soon as the Roman Catholics avail them- 
selves of their portion of the Corporation cemetery t- 
Ihat has not been decided upon, but I am sure that if 



the Roman Catholics would only avail themselves of 
the ground allocated to them, a mortuary chapel would 
be erected for them forthwith. 

1585. Would the Corporation give them the same 
amount of money to build a mortuary on their own 
ground ? — I cannot say that. 

15S6. Were any rules submitted by the bishop 
before your rules were made ? — These rules were sub- 
mitted by the Roman Catholic bishop, and were 
brought before tbe Privy Council in opposition to tlie 
application of the Town Council for confirmation of 
the rules made by them for the allotment and manage- 
ment of the ground. The Privy Council disallowed 
the cause shown, and confirmed the views of the Cor- 
poration. The Roman Catholic bishop’s rules were made 
a sine qua non, and we could not possibly adopt them. 

1587. Did you make any objection to the first rule 
of the bishop’s ? Can you give us the answer of tlie 
Corporation to the bishop? I suppose it was in 
writing ? — I believe the terms of the answer are on 
the minutes. I know they were taken into considera- 
tion by the Council, and they could not by auy possi- 
bility adopt any of them. The Privy Council con- 
finned that view'. 

1588. The proposed additional rules caino after your 
answer to the first ? — They did. 

1589. Chairman'. — The first thing was that these 
rules that you read were submitted?-— Yes. 

1590. Then you sent an answer declining to accept 
any of them, and that was followed by a further set of 
ndes very much to the same effect as the first ? — Yes, 
very much in the same sense as the first — in fact the 
essential difference between the Corporation and the 
bishop was that the bishop insisted upon having the 
absolute control of the Catholic portion of the burying- 
gi-ound in his own hands, and tho Corporation, as 
trustees under the Act of Parliament for the public, were 
advised that they could not possibly yield that control. 

1591. W ere those plans of the graveyards submitted 
to the Privy Council, with the sites of both mortuary 
chapels marked on them? — Yes; and there was a 
bond fide intention to carry out that plan, which in- 
tention will be performed, and a second mortuary chapel 
built, I have no doubt, whenever it may he required. 

1592. We will now proceed with the next com- 
plaint. You appear to think that Mr. Macdonogh’s 
opinion is at variance with Mr. May’s. Do you 
think you are right in that, because the case on 
which Mr. Macdonogh gave his opinion assumes 
tliat the Corporation thought a public park was un- 
necessary there ? Did the Town Council ever pass a 
resolution that it was unnecessary to have a park 
there, or that these thirteen and’ a half acres were 
unnecessary for a park?— Oh, no. They passed a 
resolution declaring that there should he the forty-five 
acres for a park, and that the thirteen and a half 
should be reserved for building purposes. I think 
Mi-. Macdonogh’s opinion fully justifies their doing so. 

, •*^ r - Colligan says that he and many others 

in his district are of opinion that less is done by the 
Corporation for the Falls Park than for the Orrneau 
Park, and for the Falls-road neighbourhood generally 
than for other parts of the town 1— Well, I think that 
opinion is incorrect, 

1594. Chairman (addressing Mr. Colligan). — You 
said yesterday that you considered less was done by 
the Corporation for the Falls Park and for the inhabi- 
tants of thac neighbourhood rather because, as I under- 
stood you, tlie poorer members of the Roman Catholic 
community live out in that direction. Is that the 
impression you intended to convey 1—' Well, I didn’t 
use the words, but really that is the impression on 
the minds of the majority of the inhabitants of that 
district ; and if I wished to push the matter further, 

I could get evidence to prove that certain members of 
the Town Council have made use of expressions which 
bear me out in the impression I have formed. 

Mr. Black’s examination resumed. 

1595. Chairman. — What do you wish to say with 
reference to that allegation? 
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1596. Mr. Black. — I think if you will take the 
accounts for the past year, yon will find that that im- 
pression is totally erroneous. The Ormeau Park is 
100 acres in extent, while the Falls Park is only forty- 
four or forty-five. If you take the rentcharge and taxes 
out of the sum spent on the Ormeau Park, you will 
find the outlay is only £1,113 17s. 9 cl. in the last year. 
We have a rent of £106 Os. 9<l. to pay on the Falls Park. 

1597. The rent that you have to pay for that park 
is a charge on the cemetery grotind generally, is it not? 
— No ; it is exclusively a charge on the park grounds. 

1598. How is that? — Because we could not have 
the cemetery ground subject to a rent, and under the 
Burials Act of 1S66 Lord Donegal was enabled to 
release the cemetery from the rent, so that it is a total 
fallacy to say that the rent is not payable out of the 
Falls Park. The expenditure of £1,113 17s. 9 <1., on 
Ormeau Park less the receipts of £396 11s. id., leaves 
a net balance of £717 6s. 5 d., and that on Falls Park 
during the same period very nearly £480. 

1599. Then you have been expending more money 
within the last twelve months than is shown in the 
audited accounts before us ? — Oh, yes. 

1600. In fact nearly double?— There is in the 
printed account only half a year’s expenditure. 

1601. When did you commence work on the Falls 
Park ? — Not until after February, 1875, the accounts for 
both parks terminated at the same part of the year, 
but the expenditure on the Falls Park didn’t commence 
till the middle of the year. The total expenditure on 
the Falls Park for that year, including rent and taxes, 
was £689 6s., less miscellaneous receipts amounting to 
£103 12s. 6 d. 

1602. Was that from the sale of grass and so forth ? 
— Yes ; leaving the expenditure £5S5 13s. 6 d. 

1603. That is from August, 1S75, to August, 1876 ? 
— Precisely ; and if you deduct then £106 0s. 9 d., for 
rentcharge, it leaves the net expenditure, on the Falls 
Park, £479 12s. 9 d. Having regard to the quantities 
of land in the two parks, I think that is a very reason- 
able sum for the Falls Park. 

1604. That is £479 12s. 9 d. for the forty-five acres? 
— Precisely. 

1605. Now give me the same expenditure from 
August, 1875, to August, 1876, on the Ormeau Park? 
— The net expenditure on the Ormeau Park, exclusive of 
rents and taxes, wasonly£718 Is. 5<?.,forthe same period. 

1606. Were these sums of £718 Is. Od. and 
£479 12s. 9 d. respectively the net expenditure from 
the rates for the parks ? — Yes. 

1607. What was the total expenditure from the 

rates on the Ormeau Park for the year 1875? 

£906 13s. 5 d. One of the inducements held out to 
the Corporation by Mr. O’Neill when they were estab- 
lishing the Falls Park was that it required no expen- 
diture. That was before the park was established, now 
they take a different view. In addition to the expen- 
diture on the Falls Park, we had a large quantity of 
shrubs and young trees in the cemetery which were 
originally planted thicker than they would afterwards 
be required to remain, so we transplanted them to the 
Falls Park and have not charged for them. 

160S. What are the estimates for the next year’s 
expenditure upon the two parks? — For Oimeau Park 
£1,000, and for Falls Park £450. 

1609. I perceive you estimate the credits at £250 on 

the Ormeau Park and £100 on the Falls Park ? Yes. 

'1610. Irrespective of the evidence you have given 
as to the expenditure on the two parks, was the Cor- 
poration ever influenced by any such motive as that 
which has been suggested in their relative expenditure 
on one park as against the other— any sectarian motive? 
— I think there is no sectarian motive or any other 
motive influencing the Town Council in any way in 
their expenditure on the respective parks but a con- 
siderable number of the members of the Council 
thought it was altogether a mistake to make a park so 
far out of town as the Falls Park, and would much 
prefer that one more generally available for the inhabi- 
tants of the borough should be provided in lieu of it. 

1611. Is it a fact that the Corporation at one timp 



decided to ofi’er all that ground for sale, and to provide 
100 acres elsewhere, but gave up that plan, from repre- 
sentations made on behalf of the inhabitants of the 
neighbourhood ? — That is a fact. 

1612. As far as you know are the Corporation pre- 
pared honestly to carry out the formation of that park ? 
— They are bond fide carrying it out, notwithstanding 
the fact that some members of the Council feel it is a 
mistake to have a park there at all. 

1613. Mr. Colligan has stated that there has been 
no disposition manifested by the Corporation to spend 
the rates on the Fulls-road neighbourhood : that some 
time ago the people were promised that a certain por- 
tion of the Falls-read should be flagged, and that was 
not done, although the Sliankill-road was flagged. Is 
that so ?— That is incorrect ; as a matter of fact the 
Corporation have been most anxious to lay the same 
flags in a continuous line on all the important thorough- 
fares leading to the borough, but unfortunately want 
of funds has hitherto prevented them carrying that out 
to the extent intended. The flagging upon the Shan- 
kill-road has been done, simply because the owners of 
property there have given ground to the Corporation 
to widen a portion of the footpath. In such cases, we 
either make the footpath for them, and gravel it if it 
is a considerable distance from the centre of the town, 
or we flag portion of it if it is near the centre, according 
to the value of the ground, and any gentleman who 
gave ground for the purpose of widening the road 
would get the same flags. The convent proposed to 
give us some ground, which was accepted ; and I paid 
money for it in place of flags on behalf of the Corpora- 
tion. They gave the ground, but in place of taking 
the value of it in flagging they preferred a gravel path, 
and cash besides. 

1614. That will not prevent you from flagging it 
eventually? — Certainly not. 

1615. Milford-street was referred to yesterday? — 
That was purely private work to prevent the street 
from being built up, and in order to render the pro- 
perty in that street more valuable to the private 
owners. Of course to a certain extent it would be 
very advantageous to the public, but we have been 
most unwilling to establish the principlo of opening up 
private property at the expense of the public rates, but 
when the owners of property come forward, and con- 
sent to pay a portion of the expense, the Corpor- 
ation join them in keeping the ground open. It was 
complained here that we did not give the entire 
amount originally intended. The amount proposed to 
be given in the first instance was for leaving open the 
ground the full width of the street, but we were unable 
to get that, as the owner of the property had sublet a por- 
tion of it to another, and we could not deal with him, as 
his terms were ridiculously extravagant. Before the 
thing was at all spoken of, the landlord had let to this 
sub-tenant. We had no power to act in this case 
except as a matter of arrangement between the parties. 
We had no power to take these lands compulsorily. 

1616. The impression conveyed to us was that by 
an earlier comnranication with the landlord and sub- 
tenant you could have got this ground ? — We could 
have got it by paying an extravagant price for it. 

1617. Mr. Exiiam. — What do you call an extra- 
vagant price when the ground was for opening up the 
street to such a public place? — £140. 

1618. Chairman. — Has not £100 been given within . 
the last four or five months to the Water Commis- 
sioners for the purpose of allowing the Town Council 
to level a small bridge which rises over their main in 
Donegall Pass, and makes the street unsightly, and 
not so valuable to the owners of property ? — Yes ; that 
is quite true, and by means of that expenditure we 
have taken away one of the greatest eyesores from a 
leading thoroughfare in the town. The Water Com- 
missioners had an aqueduct across one of the streets 
known as Donegall Pass, leading to the gas-works. It 
was actually dangerous, and they met the Corporation 
readily in the matter, and accepted £100 to provide a 
pipe to cany the water across. That outlay has re- 
moved a dangerous structure and a public eyesore. 
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1619. Have yon not expended at University-road, 
in making a culvert, a very large amount of tlie public 
money 1 ? Where is University-road ? — It is near the 
Queen’s College ; there was a watercourse belonging 
to the Commissioners crossing the street, and at a 
very small expense we were enabled to throw a culvert 
over that watercourse, and allow a continuous traffic 
across the street, instead of having it thoroughly 
blocked. It was a great public improvement, and one 
called for by the wants of the town, and the expense 
of it has been comparatively trifling. 

1620. Mr. Colligan complains that even some small 
part of the money produced by the rates is not laid 
out in his part of the town. For instance, have the 



Corporation done anything with regard to the flagging 
of the Falls-road 1 — With regard to the flagging of the 
Falls-road, terms were made with the convent people, 
which amount to this — they gave thirty or forty feet 
of their ground, and the Corporation gave them £25, 
and they, the Corporation, were to complete the foot- 
path, which they clid with gravel. The improvement 
committee, in reporting then- work for the month to 
the Town Council, reported that they had done certain 
things, and that they were going to run two feet of 
flagging there. 

1621. But I want to know if they put down any 
flagging where Mr. Colligan says it was promised ? — 
Not yet. 



Mr. Montgomery, Borough Surveyor, re-examined. 



1622. Chairman. — A comparison has been insti- 
tuted between the Shankill-road and the Falls-road. 
How much of the Shankill-road has been flagged, if 
any 1 ? — None of the Shankill-road has been flagged, 
except where the ownei-s of property have contributed 
portion of the cost of the land to do it ; and the same 
thing has been carried out on the Falls-road in six or 
eight different places. 

1623. Do you flag only opposite the houses of indivi- 
duals ■who give you ground? — Sometimes we pave and 
sometimes flag. Not one of the leading streets was 
paved a few years ago, and one of the earliest we took 
up was this very Falls-road. It has several names, 
and it is one of the great leading lines of road leading 
from Castle-place. Since the time that I was appointed 
the Corporation commenced paving all the great lead- 
ing roads, and the Falls-road was one of the first. It 
is seven or eight years ago since we paved it with 
Welsh sets ; from Castle-place to Park-street. Now, 
speaking off-hand, that would be £5,000 worth of 
work. There is a great arterial sewer made in it from 
Castle-place to Durham-street, and we are engaged at 
the footways still. From the time of the complaints 
of the inhabitants of the Falls-road, a great many 
places have been repaved and curbed, and crossings been 
put in. We have had a great many applications from 
the Falls-road, and at every time something has been 
done. I assure you I never heard a promise given 
that the Falls-road was to be flagged, except when it 
was in the power of the Corporation to do so. I have 
had no complaints of want of drainage in the remainder 
of that road. It occupies a ridge, and there is a valley 
on each side of it, and a great number of new streets 
have been laid out, either on or abutting on that 
road. I, myself, have paved and drained a great 
number of them, and it happens curiously enough that 
there is no flooding on that road, as there are so many 
cross streets with sewers running in both directions, 
that the pressure is carried off and flooding is avoided. 

1324. That applies to the surface-water only? — All 
the houses built are drained, and until yesterday, I have 
had no application for a main sewer on the Falls-road. 

1625. How are these houses drained? — There are a 
great number of streets on both sides ; they all are 
sewered, and the sewers fall towards these valleys. 

1626. It is a sort of spine, as it were? — Yes ; it 
falls both ways. There are two valleys, and the 



streets are drained efficiently, although there is not a 
main sewer. The water is taken off by gully drains. 
One reason why the Falls-road district has not been 
more sewered is that there has been no pressure put 
on the Council. Immediately pressure is put on the 
Council, additional sewers will be made in that sewer- 
age district, like the other four districts. The plans 
have been partly prepared, and were suspended, be- 
cause we have had no complaints. 

1627. As the houses are built along that road, you 
are surely bound to see, if you have not got a main 
sewer, that there are proper cesspools for the accommo- 
dation of such houses ? — Those houses are drained into 
the existing sewers ; they drain backwards ; there are 
no cesspools. 

1628. Do you dispute the assertion that in the 
Falls-road there ought to be a main sewer which would 
be discharged into this main arterial sewer ? — The time 
will arrive, and may already have arrived, when a sewer 
should be made in the Falls-road itself, because several 
of the streets on the right side of the road have only 
temporary contrivances, in tlie shape of six-inch and 
twelve-inch pipes. There is a twelve-inch pipe laid as 
a temporary contrivance for conveying the sewage of 
several streets, on one side to the outlet on the other 
side of the road. There are a number of streets near Mi-. 
Colligan’s house from which the sewage falls into 
the Falls-road, and passes across it by means of a 
twelve-inch pipe, which ultimately discharges itself 
into the main sewerage system of the borough. This 
pipe was laid, because it answered as a temporary con- 
trivance until the proper time arrives for taxing for 
new sewerage. It has never been inadequate to its 
work, and until now I never heard any complaint of 
it. If the owners of property in the neighbourhood 
like to have an expensive sewer, the Council will not 
prevent them. At three or four places along the road 
these temporary connexions have been made from the 
streets on one side to the streets on the other, in order 
to take off the drainage for the present. This is the 
first time I have heard a complaint ; and now that a 
complaint has been made, I am sure the Corporation 
will be delighted to make the Falls-road into a drain- 
age district. I am certain they will not prevent it. 
Their reluctance to do so only arose from the fact that 
they did not want to put the owners of property in a 
sparsely populated district to so great expense. 



December 19, 1876. 

(Before Mr. Corbett, Mr. Lawless, q.c., and Mr. Exham, q.c.) 

Dr. Dorrian, Roman Catholic Bishop of Down and Connor, examined. 



1629. Chairman. — I believe you wish to give us 
evidence as to the grounds on which the Ro man 
Catholic people of Belfast do not avail themselves of 
the portion of the cemetery set apart for their use by 
the Corporation? — Yes, I have attended. for that pur- 
pose, and I may direct your attention to the Act 
of Parliament by which the Corporation were em- 
powered to possess themselves of land for the purposes 
of a cemetery. That Act of Parliament not only 
makes provision for the allocation of parts of that 
cemetery to the different religious denominations, hut 



it also makes a very striking provision — namely, that 
the head of each religious denomination shall be at 
liberty to bless or consecrate for the use of his people 
the portion of the cemetery allocated to them. It 
strikes me, therefore, that the Legislature could not 
have intended to make the Act nugatory for me by 
offering me power to consecrate the ground if in reality 
I had substantial reasons in my own conscience not to 
do so. I had an objection to consecrate the ground so 
allotted to the Roman Catholics, because our ecclesias- 
tical law books upon both the cemetery and the Church 
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are the same, and subject to the same rules ; and T At all events I may state to you that there were four Belfast. 
could, therefore, no more consecrate a cemetery or offers on my part. The first one was the written set Dee. 19 , 1876. 
n-raveyard without a title or lease, or some assurance of conditions in which I showed what I as Catholic I)r Dorrifln 
that I could protect it from desecration, than I could bishop must require. That is, that the ground should 
consecrate a church. No bishop could think of doing be under the care of n sexton appointed by the bishop, 
such a thing, and no religious denomination would The other offer was that I would take the portion 
have a church without a tenure that would justify allotted for Catholic interments at the price it cost 
frh eim afterwards in securing it for the purposes for the Corporation, and pay them the money for it. 
which it was intended. I was, therefore, anxious to That was refused. Then I was told to put my pro- 
know from the Town Council what was the rule by positions in writing, and that I would get an answer, 
which it would be governed. The town clerk very Another proposal I made was that the Corporation 
politely informed me that as soon as the rules would should retain sanitary control over it as for as the 
be made regulating the cemetery he would supply me walks, and so forth were concerned, to pay them a 
with a copy of them. My object was to see if the yearly rent, and to take a lease in perpetuity, but in- 
rules contained anything which would give to the sisting on the appointment of a gravedigger to be 
bishop for the time being the right to prevent the under the control of the bishop for the time being, 
ground which was intended for Catholic interments Evidently the sexton would not have much to do 
from being desecrated. I came over to the office of with it ; the gravedigger was the person who should 
the town clerk to look at the map or tracing, in order open the graves, so that unless he was responsible to 
to ascertain what was the portion allocated for the the bishop for the time being, the ground might be 
Roman Catholics, and, on looking at the map, I thought used against our laws and Church government ; and 
it was very objectionable that the Catholic portion of the last offer I made was that as they had surplus 
the ground was, as traced, in a kind of home-shoe ground outside the boundary wall I was prepared to 
form, the centre portion of which was to be retained take fifteen acres of it, and to give up all claims on the 
for the interments of Protestants and Presbyterians, ground allocated to us inside the boundary wall, and 
This portion was decidedly far away the best por- pay them what it cost. That was refused — in fact, 
tion of the whole ground; and I found then that every one of the proposals I made was rejected and 
the Roman Catholics were thrown on one side as a there never was a proposal of any kind made to me, 
counterpart for the poor Presbyterians who were nor any kind of assurance given to me, that I or the 
thrown on the other side ; and one day on the bishop that might come after me, would have any 
•n-ounds, in the presence of the mayor and the chair- control over that ground, beyond what the Corporation 
man of the cemetery committee, and I think the town might be pleased to assign. 

solicitor, I objected to that, but I was told that the 1G32. Were the rales you proposed submitted to the 
Protestants and Presbyterians had arranged to bury Council by yon, or by your authority ? — Yes, by myself, 

promiscuously. “ Oh,” I said, “ if that be so, I am (The Chairman then read the rules submitted by 

therefore precluded from making any objection, though the bishop. ) 

otherwise I might have a fair right to have a chance 1633. That was the first set of rules? — Those rules 
for the centre as well as the sides.” I was present in embody everything that I have been saying. The 
the town clerk’s office at an investigation held by Dr. point about the chaplain receiving annual remuner- 
Knox, Poor Law Inspector, and heard a member of ation, I urged on the strength of the fact that at 
the Town Council state that the Protestant bishop Liverpool the Roman Catholic bishop had received 
was going to consecrate a portion of the cemetery for the same — given under the sign manual of the Home 
himself, whereupon the town solicitor, addressing that Secretary, and I look upon that as good as any lease 
member of the Town Council, said — “ Sir, you have or bond. If I had got anything of the same sort ox- 
no business to make use of a piivate observation.” I axxy assurance from the Corporation as to the ground, 
did not kxxow at the time that the Protestant bishop I would have gladly accepted it, as marked out and 
was going to consecrate a poi-tion of the ground for intended. 

Ills people, and I complained that if that statement 1634. After submitting the first set of rules, did 
was a truthful one faith was not being kept with xxxe, yoxx receive any answer in writing from the Town 
for I was distinctly told that Protestants and Presby- Council 1 — The answer of the Town Coxxncil was in- 
terians had ax-ranged to use the ground prom iscuously , variably to the effect that my proposals could not be 
whex-eas in x-eality it turned out afterwards that the entex-tained. 

Protestant bishop has since then coixsecx-ated a portion (The Chairman read two letters from the Bishop to 

of the cemetery for the use of his people. Howevex-, the Town Council, and also the l-esolxxtions on those 

I waived that, and simply asked the cemetery com- letters.) See Appendix No. 11, page 212. 

mittee to meet us fairly by at all events drawing a line 1635. Your letters do not seem to refer to any 

straight up fx-om the road to the extremity of the rules of the Town Council? — I think the rales of the 

cemetery, and to give us a fair chance of whatever of Town Council were rather an answex- to my rules. 

the centx-e woxxld fall inside it. They said that was (The Chairman read the report of the cemetery corn- 

fair, and could not be objected to, and it was done ; mittee, dated the 19th Jxxly, 1869.) 

but there was another misstatement made that was 1636. Was the application to the Privy Council to 

injurious to me, which was that I had required a wall sanction the Corporation rides ? — Yes. 

twelve feet deep to be bxiilt between the pox-tion alio- 1637. Did you then try to get the Privy Coxxncil to 

cated to the Roman Catholics and that allocated to the sanction yours? — Yes, and they adjoixrned the argu- 

other denominations. ments from Wednesday xxntil Saturday to see if some 

1630. The statement made to us was that there arrangements could be come to. On the first day Mr. 

was to be a sunk fence, but not that you required a Justice Keogh suggested to the committee of the Town 

stone wall ? — I merely required that there should be Council that there was nothing to prevent their going 

a simple line of demarcation — a chain for instance, home and putting a resolution on the books, giving the 

which I thought would be sufficient fox- all practical Bishop what he wanted. That was stated by Mr. 

purposes. I then stated to the committee, that my Colligan, aud it was quite true. Mr. J xxstice Keogh 

gx-eatest objection was — what would be the assurance by making that statement satisfied me that the Town 

that I or the bishop coming after xxxe woxxld have hex-e- Council had power to do what we wanted if they chose 

lifter, that that ground if consecrated by me could not to exex-cise it. Mr. Butt, in his statement before the 

be allocated for any other purpose, or used for the Privy Council, suggested that they shoxxld give the 

purpose of other interments. I knew by the law of longest possible time before closing Friars Bush burying 

my church that I was precluded from consecrating the ground, in order 'that we might either come to terms 

groxxnd, unless I had some assurance of that kind. I with the Town Council, or go to the Court of Queen’s 

then made four different offers to the Corporation. Bench for a mandamus requiring that the Corporatioxx 

1631. We have had before xxs two sets of rules ?— as trustees for the public should make the ground 

M 
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Belfast. really useable by the Catholics, which it was not in 
Dec. is, 1876. that condition. On that application they adjourned 
Dr nTT^ ^e case until the 25th of November. 

1638. Did Mr. Butt settle your rales ? — Yes. The 
Privy Council also suggested that we would have the 
opportunity in the meantime of looking out for a ceme- 
tery of our own in case the Town Councildid notcome to 
terms with us. I did not ask anything but what had 
been conceded elsewhere in Limerick and at Liverpool. 

1639. Did the Town Council after that make any 
further proposal to you? — No ; and when I saw they 
were not disposed to come to terms with me, or give 
me any assurance of protection over the ground that I 
might consecrate, I felt a conscientious objection to 
consecrate the ground, and the law of my Church 
obliged me to follow that course. I was still anxious 
to come to terms upon which I could use the ground 
if possible, but finding that hopeless, I then adopted 
what I considered the peaceable mode of settling the 
matter — that was, when the Town Council would not 
come to anything like reasonable terms with me, to 
withdraw from their ground, and seek out a cemetery 
for ourselves. A little inaccuracy took place on the 
last day this matter was before you. It was stated 
that we had expended £500 on the sewerage of our 
cemetery. Our cemetery cost us £4,100, and for sew- 
erage fourteen feet deep, and not four feet, as was 
stated, it cost us £3,000 in addition, in all £7,100 in- 
cluding the cost of making the main entrance to the 
road. At the same time that we have paid that money 
for our new cemeteiy, we have to pay our share of 
the taxes for the other cemetery, which we cannot use. 

1640. Mr. Exham.— D oes the £7,100 include the 
cost of the purchase of the land?— Yes, it does; 
£4,100 was for the purchase of the land, and the rest 
for the sewerage and the fencing around, and the road- 
making. We were, therefore, enabled to open our 
cemeteiy in proper time, when I found it was practi- 
cally useless to have any further correspondence on 
the subject, as the Town Council were not disposed to 
do what we were advised they could do, that is, make 
the ground useable for the persons for whom they were 
trustees, and in order to make it useable it should he 
consecrated by me. I do not think the Legislature 
meant to insult me by saying to me, “You may con- 
secrate that ground, but it must be at the peril of your 
own conscience, for it may be desecrated.” I don't 
think any fair man would do so. 



1641. When were the rules which were prepared by 
Mr. Butt given to the Corporation ? — I think they 
were handed in diu-ing the adjournment of the Privy 
Council in Dublin. 1 may observe that Mr. Macdonogh 
stated to the Privy Council, as counsel for the Corpo- 
ration, that his clients would be most willing to make 
auy arrangement they could, with the view of bringing 
about a satisfactory settlement of the matter. That 
statement gave us hopes that there would be au arrange- 
ment arrived at, but unfortunately those hopes were 
not realised, though I did my best to make a con- 
ciliatory arrangement in the matter. 

1 642. There is one thing you should he aware of. 
We found that there was no Roman Catholic mortuary 
chapel in the grounds, and we asked the reason of that. 
Mr. Black told us that the site for that chapel was 
fixed upon at the time the Roman Catholic ground was 
marked out, and that the only reason the chapel had 
not been built at the same time as the Protestant 
mortuary chapel was in consequence of your having 
opened another cemetery of your own, as the Roman 
Catholic population would not avail themselves of the 
cemetery of which the Town Council are trustees, and 
he undertook that if the Roman Catholic portion of the 
cemetery were used the Corporation would provide the 
same kind of mortuary chapel in the Roman Catholic 
as in the Protestant portion ? — The Corporation surely 
could not expect that I would hand over to their custody 
a church or cemeteiy that I would consecrate. A 
mortuary chapel is not of so much importance to us 
as the burial ground, for this reason, that at all our 
funerals the office or requiem takes place iu the church 
near which the person dies, and then the funeral goes 
away. 

1643. Did they ever tell you that they were 
willing to put a resolution on their books, that for 
all future time the ground should be dedicated to 
the use of the Roman Catholics? — Never, and the 
great difficulty is this — who is to be the judge of who 
was a Roman Catholic. Surely the Town Council were 
not to he constituted judges as to whether certain per- 
sons were Roman Catholics or not. 

1644. Did you ever receive auy proposal from them 
after the conclusion of the case before the Privy 
Council ? — Never. It was useless anxiety on my part 
to try and get any arrangement made by the Town 
Council to settle the matter. 



Mr. William 
John Scott 



Mr. William John 

1645. Chairman.— Y ou are the chairman of the 



1 xou are tiie chairman of the 

committee of the Belfast Water Commissioners ?— Yes 
for this year. 

1646. The Belfast Water Commissioners are incor- 
porated under the Act of 1840, with amending Acts %— 

1647. Have you been a member of the Water Com- 
missioners’ Board for some time ?— Yes; for three years. 

1 j l tt<3 course of t]ie evidence before us, it was 
stated, that in consequence of the price charged by the 
water commissioners to the corporation, the latter were 
unable to obtain a sufficient supply for flushing the 
sewers and watering the streets without an expendi- 
ture that they did not feel justified in incurring. We 
wish to know on what terms did you offer to supply 
water to the corporation for that purpose?— We have 
never been applied to by the town council officially or 
otherwise as far as I know, or as the records of the 
boots ot the water corporation show, for water for that 
purpose exclusively. 

1649. Or the watering of the streets %— That is 
another question. 

1650. lit was stated that there was a higher rate 
charged to the corporation than to the general public? 

Ihe terms upon which they have received water for 
watering the streets, by special contract, is id. per 
tearL Their carts held something like 250 gallons, 
flat iaaiigh 6 ,: average charge than we are in the 
habit of charging for water for other special purposes. 
We made this contract with the corporation, and they 



Scott examined. 

knew the grounds of it well. It was based upon the 
87th section of the Belfast Water Act of 1865 • the 
town council knew perfectly well the price they were 
to pay for this water when they made the bargain 
for it. ° 

1651. Have you got the contract with you ? I am 

not sure whether there was any written contract ; hut 
both parties were aware of the arrangement. In 
connexion with the matter I may add, that we do not 
think the charge of id. a load, which they now com- 
plain of, for this water is too high, and we offered 
them other good water at Id. per load of 250 gallons, 
which is 70 per cent, cheaper than the ordinary scale 
for selling water for special purposes. 
i aaa 52 ’ J?° y0U not BU PP I y v'ater at 6d. for every 
1,000 gallons to private consumers? — Our charge 
varies from Is. 6d. to 6 d. Here is our scale of charges. 
(Hands in document.) 

1653. Is there an actual contract ? — There is simply 
a -written resolution to supply the corporation at id, 
per load of 250 gallons for watering the streets. 

1654. Am I to understand that at the same time 
as you offered them the water at id. per load, you 
also offered them water from another of your sources 
at Id. a load? — We did. We have works that are 
now useless for the supply of the town, owing to their 
being at so low a level. We offered to give them 
water there at Id. per head of 250 gallons. It is not 
because it is had, but it is because we are not able to 
utilize this water that we are able to offer it to them 
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so much, cheaper. It is better spring water than some 
of the water we are now using. 

1655. Could you have given them an ample supply 
of water from that source for watering the streets ? — 
Yes. I may add, that there is a great waste of water 
in filling the carts from the hydrants, so that the 
quantity taken from us is considerably more than the 
quantity paid for. Of course we do not complain 
about that. 

1656. Is this your last proposal in writing dated 
21st April, 1876, and addressed to Mr. Guthrie ? — It 
is, and states that the application of the Town Council 
for watering the streets is granted on the same terms 
as last year, 4 cl. per load from the fire plugs and Id. a 
load from Basin-lane. That is the south works. 

1657. Is it equally easy for the Town Council to 
get their supply from Basin-lane as from the fire plugs ? 
— It is equally accessible ; it is in a leading thorough- 
fare, and they could fill their carts in a few moments. 

1658. Would it incur additional and what expense? 
— I have heard it stated that the reason why the Town 
Council preferred taking water from the pipes, at what 
Mr. Black called an exorbitant charge, was the saving 
of expense, as the drawing of water from Basin-lane 
works would cost on the average from KM. to Is. a 
load of 250 gallons, and therefore that our high pressure 
supply was cheaper. 

1659. What causes the difference? — If they draw 
water from the south works they may have to draw it 
two miles or more : it is a long distance to parts of the 
Antrim-road and the Falls-road. 

1660. The best proof is which water do they take ? 
— The pipe water, and they take it in summer when it 
has been a question with the Commissioner's whether 
they could give it at any price, inasmuch as our supply 
for some years past has been insufficient ; now it has 
become increased in consequence of new works. It 
was a great question whether we could give it or not 
to the Corporation, but rather than stand in the way 
of what would be for the general benefit of the town, 
we risked our position as Water Commissioners with 
the ratepayers in giving this water for that special 
purpose when we were unable to supply it for domestic 
purposes according to the Act of Parliament for the 
twenty-four hours of the day. 

1661. What was the price charged to the Council 
for watering the streets in 1869 or 1870? — I cannot 
tell you that. 

1662. Mr. Lawless. — By your printed statement 
of charges I find that for the supply of two millions of 
gallons the charge is £58 10s. 4 %d. a quarter. How 
many gallons could the Corporation take in a year? — 
Upwards of five millions. 

1663. And it is stated in that scale that any quantity 
in excess of two millions of gallons taken in any one 
quarter shall be 5 \d. per thousand? — That refers to 
people taking it all the year round. 

1664. If they consume more than two millions, why 
do you charge them in excess of the prices put forward 
in your statement of prices ? — Those charges are fixed as 
yearly charges, but payable quarterly by persons taking 
large quantities of water for theuse of mills and factories, 
whereas the Corporation want it only for a short 
time, perhaps for two weeks or one quarter, as the case 
may be. We have other private charges much higher, 
for instance the charge for water for shipping pur- 
purposes — 5 8. 6d. for the first thousand gallons, and 
5s. for the subsequent ones. 

1665. The 37th section of the Act of 1874 declares 
that you shall provide, and keep constantly laid on 
(except as therein) a sufficient supply of water for the 
cleansing of sewers, drains, for cleansing and watering 
the streets, and for supplying any public pumps, 
baths, or wash-houses that might be established for 
the use of the inhabitants, and that same shall be paid 
for as therein provided. Are you not bound to supply 
water for the flushing of the sewers and the watering 
of the streets? — Yes ; but we are to be paid for it ; 
and besides before we give water for any special pur- 
poses we must be in a position to supply the rate- 
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payers’ dwellings inside the borough with water for Belfast. 
each of the twenty-four hours in the day. Deo. is. 1876. 

1666. Was it ever suggested that the Corporation Mr Willjam 
should have the price of the supply of water for the John Scott, 
purposes of the borough regulated by two justices of 

the peace? — Not to my knowledge. 

1667. Was it always a matter of contract between 
yon ? — Yes. I always understood so. 

1668. Did they know your scale of prices? — Yes; 
they had copies of all our public documents. 

1669. There is a resolution of the 18th August, 

1876, requesting the Corporation to take all the water 
for the streets from Basin-lane. Was not that practi- 
cally making them pay 1(M. to Is. a load including 
cartage for the water you were giving them for a 
penny? — As we were bound to provide a sufficient 
supply for the ratepayers, we asked the Corporation to 
stop taking water from the pipes. The supply was 
getting deficient therein, and it was on that ground 
alone they were asked to do so. They were charged 
as long as we could spare it to them, 4 d. per load 
for the high pressure water, and afterwar ds a penny 
per load from Basin-lane. In our original agreement 
we reserved the right to stop the supply from the pipes 
at three days’ notice, and we did so. We take away 
the fire plug water from the Corporation when we are 
likely to be shoit for the ratepayers, but not other- 
wise. 

1670. Mr. Exham. — Did you take it away from 
the mill ownex-s at the same time? — I think that 
would be the next step very likely, but we did not do 
so then, because it would be a veiy injurious matter 
to the town of Belfast ; it would be injurious to the 
portions of the town where the people might be turned 
out of the mills for want of water for condensing pur- 
poses. 

1671. Chairman. — These are the facts, in April you 
made a proposal which was accepted, that you would 
supply the corporation with water at 4 d. per load from 
the fire-plugs. In August, you gave them notice to 
terminate the supply from the fire-plugs, and unless 
there was a fresh agreement they were entirely de- 
pendent upon Basin-lane for their supply? — Yes. 

1672. And that was owing to scarcity? — Yes, 
otherwise we would not have taken that course. 

1673. I understood you to say that you had entered 
into no agreement with the corporation with regard to 
flushing of the sewers '? — I wish to state that it is 
a fallacy on the part of the town council, or any of 
their representatives, to put a matter like that before 
you, as they did in regard of want of water for flush- 
ing the sewers. It is well known to the borough 
surveyor, and though Mr. Black does not, he should . 
know that it is impossible, owing to the construction 
of the sewers of Belfast, to introduce our high-pressure 
water to flush them in the proper sense of the term. 

The sewers are not constructed for that purpose, and 
in the second place, the great majority of the sewers 
on the low level districts of the town are lying at a 
lower level than the main sewers that form their out- 
lets, and the result is, that these sewers have from 
eight to ten inches of solid matter and stagnant water 
lying in them all the year round, and in order to flush 
those sewers before you fill the outlet portion, as a 
matter of course you will have the low-level sewers 
flooding the people’s houses, and driving all the in- 
jurious gases into their apartments, and all the stag- 
nant matter into their back yards through the gratings. 

I have further to add, that I know sewers in Belfast, 
even in a high-level district of the town, where actually 
the water staying in the sewer is within eighteen 
inches of the fire that the people cook their meat upon. 

I speak now of the north-west districts of the town 
where the sewers will not deliver their contents. 

1674. Could you mention a district in which that 
is the case ? — In Little York-street the stagnant matter 
is lying all the year round in the sewer eight and nine 
inches deep, and the way in which it is got rid of is, 
that it is opened periodically in long lines, and the 
stuff thrown out in the streets and carted away. All 

M 2 
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the water the Water Commissioners possess would not 
flush a sewer like that. Of course you would destroy 
the people’s property in every way if we were to give 
a supply of water for flushing sewers which are not 
constructed in a way that it is possible to flush 
them. 

1675. Has any application been made to your board 
for water for the flushing of the sewers, and have the 
difficulties you have referred to ever been described to 
the corporation ? — I am not aware personally. 

1676. Is the water always available for the purpose 
of extinguishing Ares 1 — Yes. 

1677. Have there been disputes between the Water 
Commissioners and the Corporation with reference to 
the fire-plugs ? — That is a very serious matter, per- 
haps in some respects more important than the other. 
We have from time to time as a Corporation separate 
from the Town Council, been endeavouring to do our 
utmost to prevent any such altercations between the 
Water Commissioners and them, and also to provide 
water for fire purposes in as large quantities as our 
works could furnish it. We have given special atten- 
tion to that, which I think you will say is right and 
proper. We have in the entire borough of Belfast 
2,061 fire-plugs. It has been stated by Mr. Reilly, 
the superintendent of the fire brigade here, that these 
fire-plugs are not in sufficient quantity. We have the 
quantity I have named in the inside of the borough. 
We have an additional quantity of fire-plugs provided 
in private warehouses and mills, which any manu- 
facturing establishment can have on application to us 
by paying 10s. a year, which we charge for the main- 
tenance of such fire-plug and its appurtenances. These 
2,061 fire-plugs cost us £8,500. The Town Council 
should have paid for them according to our interpre- 
tation of the terms of the Act of Parliament, but they 
have not. 

1678. Have you applied for payment? — Yes; by 
letter of the 9th March, 1876, for any plugs. 

1679. Mr. Lawless. — When were the fire-plugs put 
down? — Some were fixed when the high pressure 
water was laid on, and additional numbers since. The 
30th and 31st sections of the Act of 1840 clearlyshow 
that the Town Council are liable for the cost of these 
plugs ; and I may also refer you to the 39th and 40th 
sections of the Waterworks Clauses Act of 1847. As 
they have not paid for the plugs I suppose they owe 
us the £8,500. I will read you a copy of a resolution 
passed at the Water Commissioners’ Board, and sent 
to the Town Council on the 9th of March, 1876, which 
should have prevented any misunderstanding with 
regard to these hydrants for taking water for fire 
mains — at least we thought so : — 

“Belfast, 0th March, 1876. 

“Dear Sm, — I am instructed by the Waterworks Committee 
to write to the Police Committee of the Town Council, that in 
accordance with the request made by the deputation which waited 
upon them on the loth of January last, they directed their inspector 
to report to them as to the fire-plugs of the borough, which report 
has been made, and before proceeding further they request to refer 
the Police Committee to the 39th and 40th sections of the Water- 
works Clauses Act of 1847, and to know if the Corporation is 
prepared to pay the cost of additional fire-plugs. 

“ I am, dear sir, yours faithfully, 

“ J. N. M'Xeux, Secretary. 

“James Guthrie, Esq., 

“ Town Clerk.” 

1680. Did you get an answer to that letter? — 
We have never got an answer to that polite note. 
We have never heard anything about it, although 
they complain of insufficient facilities for getting water 
for fires. 

1681. You got no answer ? — No; although we are 
prepared to provide all that is necessary. I may 
further call your attention to the meeting of the 
Belfast Water Commissioners published in the News 
Letter of November 10th, 1876, at which Mr. Gaffikin, 
a member of the Town Council and of the Board of 
Water Commissioners, gave us a very high character 
in connexion with the supply of water for fire pur- 



poses. The statement of Mr. Gaffikin was as fol- 
lows : — 

“Mr. Gaffikin said he had the pleasure of being present on 
Saturday last, when the men belongiug to the fire brigade went 
through a course of drill for the purpose of exhibiting their efficiency. 
He saw the hose attached to a nine-inch main for the purpose of 
ascertaining the pressure of water. The supply was more regular 
and constant than what could possibly come through the hose by an 
engine. The water was able to be thrown a distance of seventy feet. 
The tire brigade would not want a steam fire engine if they had 
nine-inch mains through the principal streets in the town, and he 
hoped the Board would be able to see their way some time or other 
to have large mains all through the town for fire purposes,” 

16S2. How did the question arise that caused that 
statement to he made as to the fire brigade with 
reference to the water supply. Was there any question 
before the Water Commissioners with regard to the 
supply of water for extinguishing fires ? — No ; at 
that moment there was a particular reason for the 
remarks I have read to you. The fire brigade super- 
intendent takes out his engines periodically at times 
to try them and to see if they are in good working 
order, and in the course of the drill a line of hose was 
attached to one of our ordinary water-pipes, and that 
was the result produced. I may say that very likely 
what led to that remark of Mr. Gaffikin’s, was this — 
we have had several complaints from inspectors at the 
time of fires of the want of water, and when we in- 
quired as to the real cause of these defects we found 
it was on account of tbe superintendent not having 
given proper notice to the man specially appointed by 
the Water Commissioners, and approved of by tbe 
Town Council, to look after the fire-plugs, and turn 
on the proper valves for each fire. We generally 
found that this man was not sent for, but could not 
find out the reason. I know that very recently a 
deputation of our body waited on the Committee of 
the Town Council to discuss this question with them, 
owing to a serious matter that occurred at a fire in 
Keegau-street, as was alleged by Mr. Reilly, from the 
water not being turned on at the proper time. We 
found in that case that the wrong valves were turned 
on, and that sent the water through a very circuitous 
route to the required spot, in place of having the valve 
turned on that would have sent the water direct to 
the place, and it was not caused or was represented 
generally by the want of water, but the fault of mis- 
management. The man’s name who turns on the 
valves for fire purposes is M'Clenuan. He gets his 
ordinary wages from us, and £7 10s. extra for the 
plugs, and he is entirely under Mr. Reilly’s control 
for fire purposes. 

1683. Is it his duty to turn on the fire-plugs, or the 
duty of the men going with the engine ? — It is the 
duty of this man, on being informed of the exact place 
of the fire. He knows the proper valve to turn on. 
It is the duty of M'Clennan. 

1684. The 42nd section of the Act of 1847 (the 
Waterworks Clauses Act) requires the company 
supplying the water to keep the mains always full for 
fire purposes. Do you do this, or is it necessary 
under your system to have the required supply of 
water turned on to the plug from which it is necessary 
to work?— The large mains are constantly charged, 
except in case of accident, ifcc. ; but in streets where 
there are lesser ones the water is turned off occa- 
sionally for repairs and other purposes, and then bv 
this man getting notice of a fire the water is at the 
spot as quick as the fire brigade. 

_ 1685. Except for repairs are the mains and service 
pipes to .which the fire-plugs are attached always kept 
full I— Nearly all are ; but some of the service mains 
are not always kept full. They can, however, be filled 
at a moment's notice. 

1686. But that is one of your obligations ?— Well, 
we have occasion to turn it off for reasons of our own, 
and which we cannot avoid. 

1687. Is that the cause of tbe deficient supply ? 

In some cases it may occur in that way, and for 
repairs. If a pipe in a house breaks, the landlord or 
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owner will send for a plumber to get it repaired, and 
in that case the water is tinned off. 

1688. Is the water in some parts of the town turned 
off for parts of the day? — Yes, sometimes in the 
winter time, and in summer, when the supply is 
limited and intermittent, that is also the case ; but it 
is not so in certain streets. Our present high-service 
reservoir, from which we get our principal supply for 
the mains of the town, is 200 feet above the ordnance 
datum, and gives 40 lbs. of pressure on the pipes. 
That will explain Mr. Gaffikin’s description of the 
height the water was thrown at the time he saw the 
fire brigade being exercised. The supply is equal to 
5,000,000 gallons a day coming into the town — that is, 
twenty-five gallons per head per day. I make this 
statement to show you that we have really a compara- 
tively sufficient supply of water, and that our pipes are 
not deficient, as represented in some cases. We are now 
at the present time spending £4,000 in running an 
eight-inch main pipe from a new reservoir that is just 
completed to the Ardoyne district, where they never 
before had water from the Water Commissioners. We 
have also in the course of completion two additional 



reservoirs, which will add considerably to the supply Belfast. 
of the town. They will increase the present supply to Dec. is, 1876. 
6,000,000 of gallons a day, and will be completed in a ^ 
short time. We improve the main pipes where they j 0 ^ n Scot™ 
are too small by laying larger ones, and so on. This 
will be equal to seven months’ supply for the town of 
Belfast — that is to say, we will have provided suffi- 
cient storage, when these new works are completed, to 
supply the town of Belfast at the rate of 5,000,000 
gallons per day for seven mouths. 

1689. Mr. Exham. — Without any rainfall? — Yes ; 
that will be the result of our storage. 

1690. Are there fire-plugs in all the streets of 
Belfast ? — Yes. I don’t know about the lanes, hut 
there are some in all the public streets. 

1691. At what distance are they fixed in the 
streets? — We have a great number fixed on the 
average at about eighty yards distance from each other 
throughout the main streets of the town. As a rule, 
the mill s are provided with them if they think proper 
to apply for them. (A map showing the mains laid 
throughout the town was produced by the witness and 
shown to the Commissioners.) 
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1692. Mr. Lawless. — You -wish, I understand, to 
give some evidence with regard to the water supply of 
this town ? — Yes, and also with regard to some sanitary 
matters. 

1693. Are you a Water Commissioner? — -Yes, from 
1867 to 1874, and I was a member of the Town Coun- 
cil from 1870 to 1873, and I was also general inspector 
for the Water Commissioners for one year. I am now 
Public Works contractor. As a member of the Town 
Council and also of the Water Board I took a very 
active part in connexion with the general working of 
both trusts. The Mayor of Belfast is an ex-officio 
member of the Water Works Board, but I am sorry 
to say that very few mayors ever attend. Before 1865 
the greater portion of Belfast was supplied by what is 
known as the South Side Works. It was a low-level 
supply pumped up at two points. The springs yielded 
very small quantities, and the greater portion was 
pumped out of the Lagan, a polluted stream into 
which the refuse of Lisburn and Lurgau and some 
other towns flows. In 1865 the Commissioners were 
empowered to borrow £165,000, having previously 
borrowed some money under the Act of 1840, thus 
making a total debt of £216,000. The works that 
were designed under these plans were for supplying 
6,000,000 gallons per day, but unfortunately the 
borrowing powers were not sufficient, and rather more 
than half the works were not carried out for want of 
borrowing powers, and the estimated supply was not 
obtained. 

1694. Were the borrowing powers exercised ? — Yes, 
and £16,000 was paid out of the rate over and above. 
The Water Commissioners finding that the 4,000,000 
gallons of water secured in 1865 was not sufficient 
went again to Parliament in 1870, but the Bill was 
lost ; they went in 1874 for further powers which they 
obtained, and those works are at the present time being 
earned out. 

1695. Under the Act of 1874? — Yes, and when the 

works are completed they will be able to put the full 
powers of their Act into force and give a sufficient 
supply. ' 

1696. Does the Act of 1874 enable them to raise 
further capital on loan ? — Yes ; it enables them to raise 
£120,000 in addition to that borrowed previously. 

1697. Did they under the powers obtained by the 
Act of 1874 enlarge or make a new water supply ? — 
Yes; the works are now in progress. As well as 
expending the amount of money which they are entitled 
to borrow they have expended on laying mains and 
pipes through the town, from 1866 to the present time 
for fire and general supply purposes, in round numbers 
rather over £35,000 out of the rates, and they are 
still going on as the former witness (Mr. Scott) stated 



laying these pipes. New mains ai-e being laid at the 
present time, and I presume they intend to go on until 
the whole thing is completed. While they were doing 
all these works they reduced their water rate from 
Is. 8 d. to 8 d. in the pound. 

1698. Is that the rate for the domestic supply 1 — 
Yes, and they reduced the fire rate from five pence to 
two pence in the pound. With regard to the special 
rates I may say that when I was elected I found the 
special supplies in a very bad state, and a committee 
was appointed to inquire into and fix them. 

1699. Will you explain what you mean by special 
supplies ? — Water used by parties other than domestic 
consumers. 

1700. Does that include the mills ? — Yes ; unfortu- 
nately they do not use much clean water. I took some 
trouble to prepare a uniform rate to be charged all 
parties. I had. letters written to the principal towns 
in England, Ireland, and Scotland, and got their tariffs 
of charges, and afterwards this book was complied 
which meets all cases, and has given I believe general 
satisfaction. We afterwards found that a great 
number of people in the town were taking the water 
without paying anything for it. In some cases I 
myself found it out, and in one large mill I found they 
had a 4-inch pipe directly fixed to the Water Com- 
missioners’ pipe, and they were using the water for 
condensing purposes. I thought that the Commis- 
sioners’ men could not be doing their duty, and I took 
some trouble myself to find matters out. I staid up 
late in the evening, and got up early in the morning, 
and I found the men were doing their duty. I then 
knew there must be something wrong, as the water 
was still being used, and was unaccounted for. I had 
a suspicion that some of the water of the Commis- 
sioners was being taken without their knowledge, and 
I took men with me to this mill, and we broke up their 
floors, and discovered their pipe. The parties were 
brought before the magistrates and fined, and a great 
many others were fined in the same way. That was 
partly what led to the compiling of thisjbook, which 
has answered the end we had in view. In some cases 
the Commissioners had considerably to reduce the 
special rates, and in others they had to raise them so as 
to bring them all as nearly as possible to the same price. 

1701. Mr. Exham. — You say your fire rate is now 
reduced to two pence. Do you keep any separate ac- 
count of that, and apply it to the keeping up of the 
mains? — No, it would not pay for the keeping up of 
mains. There is no separate account kept. It is not 
required by the Act of Parliament. With reference 
to the flushing of the sewers, there is always in winter 
a large amount of water running waste to the sea, and 
the Commissioners believed this would be useful for 
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washing out the sewers. I myself brought the matter 
before the police committee of the Corporation, so that 
with the consent of my brother Commissioners that 
we would gladly give the water that was then running 
to waste for flushing the sewers. 

1702. In what year did you bring it before the 
committee? — I believe that was in the year 1871. 
Mr. Montgomery was sent for at the time, and he 
stated that there was plenty of water for flushing the 
sewers from the ordinary rain-fall, and that in reality 
the sewers were not constructed to be flushed out as I 
proposed as in some English towns. 

1703. Did you propose any resolution at the meet- 
ing of the police committee ? — No. 

1704. Is there any record of what then took place 
upon the books of the council? — No; nothing was 
done. I know now of my own knowledge that the 
sewers are so constructed that the principal streets of 
the town could not be flushed out. The reason I know 
them so well is, that while I was inspector of the 
water commissioners, there was a great deal of wasting 
of water, and I had to open the sewers in a great many 
places over the town, and I found all the principal 
streets round by Victoria-street, Aim-street, and Cor- 
poration-street, on almost all occasions choked full of 
water ; when the tide is in they are nearly full. The 
sewers from Dock Ward and Corporation-street I 
found in a very filthy state, with the water resting in 
the most part of them, so much so that we were not 
able to trace the run in any way, and could not ascertain 
where a burst in the main-pipes took place. Since 
that the corporation never asked the commissioners 
for any water for flushing the sewers, and had they 
done so up to the time I left the Board, they would 
have given it to them in the winter time free of charge. 
In the summer tune they had not enough for domestic 
purposes on account of the works not being finished. 
I may say, the commissioners have always given the 
corporation a full and free supply of water for what is 
generally called sanitary purposes — viz., flushing the 
street urinals, and a supply for drinking fountains or 
water troughs put up by the town council and the 
humane society. 

1705. Chaiehan. — A re you not bound to give a 

certain amount of that by the Act of 1874 ? No. 

1706. Is there not some provision of that kind in 
the Act ? — Not that I am aware of. Dp to the year 
1868, before I was a member of the town council, 
as far as I can remember, they were in the habit of 
pumping water for watering the streets from the river 
Lagan, from the waste in connexion with the south 
side works ; this water was very filthy, and when 
used on the streets, particularly in the very hot 
weather, it caused a very bad smell, and was injurious 
to the health of the town. There was then an arrange- 
ment come to for one year between the water com- 
missioners and the corporation, that they were to take 
the water at 2d. per load from Basin-lane. Binding 
that they could save a large sum on cartage, the cor- 
poration arranged to pay 4 d. a load for water from the 
fire-plugs.. In some cases they had to cart the water 
from Basin-lane or the Lagan, a long distance, and 
could only draw twelve or fifteen loads a day, while 
from the fire-plugs they could cart perhaps forty or 
fifty. It was in 1S70, or perhaps 1871, the arrange- 
ment was brought about by which they were to pay 
4tf. a load. 

1707. Was that the first arrangement? — Yes. 

1708. Was there an arrangement before that to take 
it at Id. ? — Yes, but they used that water only in the 
streets in the immediate vicinity of the Basin-lane 
works. Mr. Kittrick and another inspector went into 
the matter, and found that by talcing water from the 
fire-plugs at id. per load it would save the Corporation 
£400 or £500 a year. You will find the report in 
writing in the records of the Corporation. One reason 
why the Watei" Commissioners charged so much was 
on account of the great waste in taking the water from 
the plugs, but they are not very particular about the 
quantity taken ; they allow them to count the loads 
themselves. There was also a proposition made that 



if the Town Council would put ordinary valves on the 
plugs to save waste the Water Commissioners would 
take the reduction of the rate into consideration, and 
an arrangement was come to that they would go to 
that expense, but unfortunately 1 was on neither of 
the Boards then, and the arrangement was not carried 
out. I am sure thatthe WaterCommissionershave tried, 
and are still trying, to assist the Corporation in every 
way in their power, and if these valves were put on, 
I have no doubt they would reduce the rate, for I 
believe from what I saw myself that there was more 
water wasted than was carried away in the carts. 
Before the special rate of charges was compiled the 
Water Commissioners had special rates for summer 
and winter, but they found the people were not satis- 
fied with that, and they made it uniform, and those 
who only take the water in the summer are charged an 
additional rate. 

1709. Is water which is taken only for the summer 
made a matter of agreement? — Yes ; the only other 
water supply winch comes into comparison with that 
for watering the streets is that for shipping. It is 
taken out of the plugs in the same way. They charge 
a good deal more for it than they do for the water for 
the streets. 

1710. Are you not obliged to keep people specially 
for working that supply ? — Yes, and that is on account 
of the waste also. We are obliged to keep one man, 
but even without his wages being added, the shipping 
supply is still very much dearer. 

1711. Is the shipping supplied at one place only or 
all along the quay? — All along the quay. I may 
further tell you that the supply of water here can 
scarcely be considered a sanitai-y matter, for the Cor- 
poration never get any except th§ principal streets of 
the town watered. In the streets where the shops 
and warehouses are, them owners only pay the 2d. rate, 
and they are watered twice a day, while the streets in 
other portions of the town are never watered at all, 
and yet the residents there have to pay the Sd. rate, 
and therefore it is hardly fair that the people who 
pay the highest rate should water the streets for those 
who only pay the lower rate. The former get their 
streets well watered and the latter never get theirs 
watered at all. 

1712. Do you mean the private streets where there 
are nothing but private houses ? — Yes. 

1713. Do you mean to say that these streets are 
never watered by the Corporation 1 — Yes ; I mean to 
say that they are not watered at all. 

1714. Mr. Exham. — Do they water High-street 
and the principal streets ? — Yes. 

1715. Do they not pay any other rate there? — No ; 
nothing but the 2d. The people who have these 
places live outside the borough, and pay no water 
rates at all. In a great many cases I know the 
residents never see the water-cart at all, and in a 
great many cases the streets are well watered some- 
times. It is hardly fair to call what is done by the 
Corpoi’ation in this respect a sanitary matter. The 
water for legitimate sanitary purposes is given free 
by the Water Commissioners. 

1716. Do you know whether the Corporation use 
the water from the Pound Burn for watering the 
streets ? — Yes ; up to 1869 they watered the streets 
out of the tideway, where the Lagan and the Pound 
Burn, both empty. At one time it was taken out of 
the mill-dam, which is the worst part of the Pound 
Burn for watering the streets. It may have been 
done last year also, but I believe it was not. 

1717. Is there high pressure enough in the pipes 
at night, in case of fire?— Yes, in all the principal 
streets. • 

1718. Is it confined to the principal mains? — It is 
in the mains in all the principal streets. The whole 
system is this. It is equally divided on three 
districts — the 'low, high, and middle. When the 
whole of the works are completed, which they are 
carrying out as quickly as possible, these districts 
will have separate and distinct reservoirs, so as to 
equalize the pressure. They will also have direct 
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connexion with all their works and mains, so as to 
be able to turn on a greater pressure in the case of 
fire, to any place required. 

1719. Mr. Lawless. — Would it not be necessary to 
have a man on the spot to do that ? — They have a man 
called M'Cuddan, who has been a long time in their 
service. He is paid £7 10s. a year by the Corpora- 
tion. When the Corporation came to this new build- 
ing M'Cudden could not hear the alarm-bell ringing, 
and an arrangement was made by the Corporation 
that one of the fire-men in the yard should go at once 
and knock M'Cudden up. All the time I was a mem- 
ber of the Water Commissioners there never was a 
complaint of the want of water in case of fires except 
once — when a complaint was made (since I ceased to be 
a Town Councillor or Water Commissioner) which 
was examined into, and it was found that M'Cudden 
had not been knocked up by the Corporation men for 
some years. 

1720. Mr. Exham. — Did the Corporation, to your 
knowledge, ever complain that the branch pipes were 
shut off from the mams at night? — Mr. lleilly, the 
superintendent of the fire brigade, would much rather 
have them constantly on ; but that cannot be done, for if 
it was you could not get water in the summer to 
supply tiie town. 

1721. Is it on account of the insufficiency of the 
supply? — It is only since 1865 that the Commis- 
sioners have got any supply at alL The town is 
growing very rapidly, and there is leakage also, whieh 
lessens the supply. 

1722. Do they leave the branch mains turned on 
during the whiter months when they have plenty of 
water ?— As much of them as they can safely. There 
should be no difficulty in tinning them on at any 
moment, and I never heard any complaint when 
M'Cudden was there. 

1723. But if he was not there? — I never heard of 
a case in which M'Cudden was not there if he was sent 
for. 

1724. Is he not your officer? — He is the officer of 
the Water Commissioners for turn-cock purposes, and 
the officer of the Town Council for fire purposes. If 
any complaint was made they would inquire into it ; 
but there were only two complaints I ever heard of. 
I wish to add, that the people here are unanimous in 
wishing that the Water Board should be kept 
separate from the Corporation. 

1725. I find on the 12th March, 1870, there was 
a report whieh is signed by James Sinclair, one 
of the street inspectors, that “ there would be a 
saving of from fifteen to twenty per cent, by taking 

• the water for watering the streets from the fire-plugs 
as compared with the cost of taking it from the 
pumps ?” — Yes ; and you will find another one after 
that showing the actual saving on the year by taking it 
at id. from the fire-plugs. When I was a member 
of the sanitary committee there were complaints 
made frequently with reference to the Blackstaff and 
P ound Bum. A special committee was appointed by 
the Town Council, of which I was one, to inquire into 
the matter. This special committee then appointed 
Alderman Hughes, Mr. Dinnen, and myself as a sub- 
committee to inspect the Blackstaff and both branches 
of the Pound Burn, and to make a report to them. 
This was about the summer of 1873, and we made a 
unanimous report to the committee, which ought to 
be on the books of the Corporation. 

~ 1726. Mr. Dinnen gave us the draft report, but it 

appears that the report was - not put on the minutes 
in extenso 1 — No ; Mr. Black advised it should not be 
put in, as it would do them harm. 

1727. Were you a member of the Town Council 
then ? — Yes ; and a member of the sanitary committee, 
and appointed on the special committee. 

1728. Then why did you not get the report put on 
the books ? — The meeting of the committee was ad- 
journed by a side motion (we understand these things 

- pretty well in Belfast), and there was a large attend- 
ance at the next meeting of members who were not in 



the habit of attending. They were there to prevent it Belfast. 
from going on the books. Dec. i», ists. 

1729. Mr. Lawless. — Do you complain that your JJr t 
recommendations were not considered at all? — My Carlisle, 
complaint is that the nuisance is still existing. There 

were some places where we could not stand on the 
banks owing to the smell, and people were living quite 
close to it. I had no idea it was so bad as it was 
until I went and examined it. They would not put 
it on the books at all. They positively refused to 
allow our report to be put on the books. 

1730. Tins is the minute of the meeting of the 
special committee on the Blackstaff improvement on 
the 17th September, 1873, Mr. Dinnen in the chair: — 

“The special committee having inspected the entire 
line of the Blackstaff and Pound Burn, suggested that 
one sewer-should be connected with another, and then 
resolved that the suggestions agreed upon should be 
referred to the borough surveyor to consider if they 
were practicable, and would take the sewage out of the 
Blackstaff and Pound Burn, or if he would recom- 
mend any steps of a like nature.” 

1731. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Black). — I think there 
must be some mistake about this. "Was there a report 
made by the special committee ? 

Mr. Black. — I cannot say. 

1732. Mr. Exham. — Does the minute I read last 
refer to a meeting of the special committee only ? — 

Yes. 

1733. Mr. Lawless. — The next record in relation 
to this, after the meeting on the 17th September is a 
meeting of the Blackstaff committee on the 21st Oc- 
tober — 

“ Resolved — That this committee stand adjourned till this day 
week, at one o'clock, to enable the special committee to confer with 
the surveyor on the subject of the report made by the special com- 
mittee on the connexion of sewers on the 17th September last.” 

Then the next meeting is on the 28th October, 

1873. Meeting of the special Blackstaff commit- 
tee. Minutes of the Blackstaff committee of 21st 
were read, when the surveyor submitted the following 
report upon the suggestions in the committee report 
of the 17th September to the committee. The sur- 
veyor’s report is then read. It is a very long report, 
but the sum and substance of it is that the report of the 
committee is impracticable. Then there is a further 
meeting of the sanitary and sewerage committee on the 
28th October, 1873. Minutes of the meetings of 17th 
September and 21st. October read, and also a report 
from the special committee : — 

“ Resolved — That the following lie reported to the Council — 1 That 
your committee have considered carefully the entire question of the 
Blackstaff purification, and a difference of opinion existing as to 
the practicability of the suggestions made by the special committee, 
they require permission to continue their inquiries, and if necessary 
to employ a qualified engineer at a cost not exceeding £100.’ * 

Did this Committee— that is the sewerage and sani- 
tary committee — read your report made to the special 
committee? — Mr. Carlisle. — Yes. 

1734. Was anything since done by the Town Coun- 
cil or the sewerage and sanitary committee in pursu- 
ance of this resolution? — Nothing. I left the Corpo- 
ration shortly afterwards, and nothing was done after 
Heft. 

1735. Did they not appear to yon in October to be 
disposed to follow out the report of your sub-commit- 
tee or at all events to have the matter considered? — 

No doubt they appeared so at first, but unfortunately 
I and the other members who were active in the 
matter were put out in November, and things got 
back into the old hands again. All that time we 
were most anxious to get our report on the minutes, 
but we could not manage to have it done. 

1736. On the minutes of what meeting did you 
try to have that report entered, and which you say 
was refused ? — The joint meeting of the law, sanitary, 
and sewerage committees. 

1737. Mr. Exham. — Were you present at that meet- 
ing ? — I was. 

1738. Mr. Lawless. — Do you mean to say that you 
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and others applied to have that report put on the 
minutes, and that the others refused to do so ? — I do 
positively, and they did so on the advice of Mr. Black, 
the solicitor. We considered it was a most important 
report to have put on the minutes, so that our opinion 
of what we had seen might be recorded, and something 
done with it. We found on examining it, that it was 
so much filthy sewerage going in it that caused the 
bad smell. It was caused from the sewerage and other 
matter being emptied into this reservoir, and taken 
into the mills and heated, and then sent out in a hot 
state. The smell arising from it was something very 
bad. After it was sent out from one mill, it was taken 
by those further down and heated over again, and sent 
on to the next, so that it was gradually getting worse 
and worse. 

1739. Mr. Exham. — Must not the using of this 
water, mixed with sewerage, in the state you describe, 
for the purposes of generating steam in a mill, have 
been very injurious to the health of the people working 
there! — Very injurious. I observe from the reports 
in the newspapers that Mr. Connor gave some evidence 
here with reference to his factory in contradiction of 
our report. I may say that we did not find anything 
wrong in his factory — it is mills up the Falls-road that 
are the worst. We found they all used polluted water, 
and further polluted it themselves. The factory we 
found the worst is the one in Agnes-street. Unfortu- 
nately they are nearly all aldermen and town council- 
lors who are connected with it. 

1740. Mr. Lawless. — How do yon mean connected 
with it 1 — Connected with it as directors. 

1741. Is it a joint-stock company 1 — Yes. 

1742. What is the name of it! — It belongs to the 
Brookfield Linen Company. In its own neighbour- 
hood it is known as the Agnes-street Weaving Factory. 

1743. Mr. Exham. — Is that the place where you 
broke up the floors and found the four-inch pipe 1 — 
Yes ; they made a reservoir called a cooler inside the 
gate. It is enclosed all round by rows of workmen’s 
houses. 

1744. What is the extent of it? — It is about as 
large as this hall. All the sewerage matter from some 
streets there is uow piped into it, and that is used for 
condensing and boiler purposes. There is also a spring 
that arises in a field a little further up called the Fairy 
well stream, piped into it so as to mix it a little, 
for without it the sewage stuff would be too thick for 
boiling. 

1745. Mr. Lawless. — Is it used for condensing pur- 
poses? — Yes ; the sewerage of Haldine-street, Shaftes- 
bury-place, and in fact, of the whole district around it 
is drained into it, and used for that purpose. 

1746. Mr. Exham. — Are the houses round it drained 
into it? — Not that I know of. 

1747. Mr. Lawless. — Do you say that the water 
from that reservoir is used for condensing purposes ? — 
Yes ; and after being used there the overflow is brought 
down to Hudson-street. Formerly a small river from 
that spring ran down there, but now it goes down with 
the sewerage to Hudson-street, and the factory there 
uses it also in a like manner, and the people there have 
complained frequently of the bad smell of the steam. 

1748. What is the depth of the cooler in Agnes- 
street ? — I do not know ; I could not see the depth of it. 

1749. Mr. Exham. — Did you see the water rim into 
it? — I turned on the water in the people’s yards and 
saw it r unnin g in ; I made myself sure about it. 

1750. Mr. Lawless. — You said that some of the 
drainage of these streets were conveyed by pipes into 
this reservoir- ? — Yes. 

1751. By whom were those pipes laid? — I presume 
by the company, Shaftesbury-place belongs to them. 

1752. But not by the Corporation ? — No; by the 
Brookfield Linen Company. The Corporation preserves 
the sewerage pipes going across to that reservoir instead 
of making them discharge into the sewer. 

1753. Does any stream run through that reservoir-? 
— Yes ; that small stream that runs from the Fairy 



Well mixes with the sewage and runs with it — that is 
the stream I described as arising in the field. 

1754. Mr. Exham. — Do you know what the Hudson- 
street people do when this stuff is sent down to them ? 
— They cannot help themselves now ; they have to use 
it as they get it. 

1755. Did they never do anything to prevent the 
people above from polluting it ?- — It seems not. After 
leaving Hudson-street factory it goes down the Shan- 
kill-road and it would find its way into the public 
sewers there, but the Corporation to oblige them 
put in a glazed pipe a little bit further up the Shan 
kill-road so as to send the water down the original 
stream bed. It is then used in Townsend-street 
foundry (now Mr. Grant’s foundry), at least I think it 
is that foundry uses it. It then becomes lost in the 
sewerage of the Shankill-road, and the sewerage pure 
aud simple is then taken from the Shankill-road and 
sent down to another mill. It then goes down to Mr. 
Herdman’s mill (that is, Smithfield mill). That is one 
branch of the Pound Burn, and it finally empties into 
the main sewer at Millfield. There is another branch 
of it in Mill-street. It is a branch off the Pound Burn 
(it is not called the Pound Burn) in Mill-street, where 
the Smithfield mill lias placed a cooler. We went 
there to examine it. 

1756. When? — At the time we .were making the 
report. I examined it myself. It is just as had a 
place as you could see. If you wish to see the cooler 
at the Brookfield Linen Factory it is there fully 
exposed. The stuff in it rises to within one foot of the 
houses, and perhaps it may be half a year in this state. 
In fact it is just as bad as bad can be. They draw 
their water for condensing purposes out of that and 
send it back again when they have used it into the 
same place in a heated state. The whole of that river 
is very bad. The dam at Millfield is as bad as possible, 
and very often it is allowed to overflow its banks into 
the street and past the people’s doors. The matter was 
brought by myself before the Corporation but we were 
still met with the statement that they had no power 
to abate it. I did not believe that, however ; my 
opinion was that under the Sanitary Act they had 
ample power to act. 

1757. Was it ever brought before the Corporation 
since you left the body ? — I do not think it was. 9 

1758. Did you bring it befoi-e then- notice since ? — 

No ; I did not since I left the Corporation. I think 
that is all I have to say with reference to the sewerage. 
It would repay the Commissioners to see some of these 
places. I would be very happy to go with them at 
any time. , 

1759. Mr. Lawless. — Is there any other matter 
you wish to refer to ? — There is one small matter with 
i-eference to the closeness with which the town is 
allowed to be built up. I do not know of any town 
being built up so close, which is composed so much of 
the working classes as Belfast is. I thinl- the Cor- 
poration should be compelled to purchase some patches 
of ground for parks or gardens, so as to ventilate the 
town. If they allow this to go on, and the town 
grows as it has been doing, it will be very unhealthy 
by-and-by. 

1760. Are the houses built in such a way that the 
reres are placed too near one another? — Yes; it was tried 
to allow a passage of say four or five feet at the back 
of the houses, but it was found by the Corporation to 
be a nuisance, because carts could not enter them, and 
the people generally threw out their nuisance into 
these places. Instead of their public parks outside to 
which the people of the town cannot go, if there were 
small parks of one or two acres I believe it would be 
of very great advantage to the health of the people, 
such as in London and other towns. 

1761. Do the Corporation require that proper rere 

accommodation should be built in every house? Yes ; 

I t hink they do. If they gave more rere accommo- 
dation I believe it would be more of a nuisance than 
anything else. I think they require them to be pro- 
vided with sufficient rere accommodation. The people 
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«lo not keep their yards as clean in Belfast as they do 
in other towns. 

17C2. Mr. Exham. — Do the Corporation clean out 
the yards ? — The country people nearly always come 
and take away the manure when a sufficient load is 
collected. After a great fight I got a scale fixed of 
from Is. to Is. till, a load for cleaning out these yards. 



Mr. Isaac John 

1764. Mr. Exham. — E believe you wish to give us 
some evidence about the Blackstaff l — Yes. 

1765. You are owner or part owner of a very large 
mill on it ? — I have been. That is now the property 
of a joint stock company, in which I am not interested. 

1766. What do you wish to say 1 — It is with regard 
to two branches of the nuisance. The one is a nuisance 
such as was described by Mr. Carlisle, from which a 
very bad effluvia arises, produced by sewerage matter 
from the houses going into it ; and the other is the 
liability of the river to floods. It is utterly impossible 
that it could be dealt with as a flooding nuisance by 
covering over the river, as it would be absolutely 
necessary to make a separate vent for the flooded 
water in a different direction from that in which it 
runs at present. 

1767. What about the sanitary condition of the 
river ? — Supposing that there was such a flood-vent 
constructed as I speak of, and the present .channel of 
the river left to conduct the ordinary flow of water 
along it — what may be called the summer flow of 
water — it will still remain an open sewer ; but if it is 
relieved from the flood water there is nothing to pre- 
vent it from being covered in, and that would com- 
pletely do away with the nuisance. 

1768. Would not all the sewage matter then be 
earned into the Lagan ? — Yes ; but then I think it 
must go into the Lagan in any case. I do not know 
where it can go if not into the sea. 

1769. Mr. Lawless. — As long as the present system 
of sewerage existed? — Yes. The line by which the 
channel of relief (as I may term it) should be brought 
must be through high-lying ground, from about the 
position of the distillery beside the Ulster Railway to 
the Lisburn-road or Donegall-pass. 

1770. And do you think that scheme could be car- 
ried out at a reasonable expense ? — It would require 
an Act of Parliament. 

1771. Supposing it was got, do you think it would 
be of advantage proportionate to the cost ? — I have no 
■doubt it would cost a great deal, but I do think it 



My impression is that the Corporation ought to clean 
them out free of charge. 

1763. Do the Corporation see after it and make the 
people clean them out ? — Their inspectors make them 
clean them out. I believe the oflicers of the Corpor- 
ation do their work very fairly. 



Murphy examined. 

would. There is no other town in the world of 
200,000 inhabitants in which it would not be done. 

1772. As far as you know the general wish of the 
ratepayers and people in the town, do you think they 
are anxious that it should be done ? — No ; I think it 
is not a matter that has been before the people at all. 
It is an idea of my own. 

1773. Have tire people had before them and con- 
sidered a good many schemes about this ? — When I 
was a member of the Corporation, a good many years 
ago, it was thought that they were not in a position 
to take up works of this kind. I was a member of 
two committees appointed to inquire into this subject, 
and I advocated something like the scheme which I 
have laid before you. There is no doubt but that it 
could be carried out. 

1774. Mr. Exham. — We have been told about the 
shocking condition of the water that is used by the 
mills and factories for condensing and other purposes. 
Could not the mills get water from the Water Com- 
missioners for boiler and other purposes by paying for 
it? — I have no doubt of it — that is, if the Water 
Commissioners have the water to spare. 

1775. Would much water be required for the use 
of one of the mills if proper appliances were adopted? 
—A steam engine with a cooler would require a lar«c 
amount of water, but you can use the same water over 
and over again — that is, by using a cooler. The posi- 
tion that I take with regard to the rights of the mills 
along the river is that they have the right to use the 
water, and you cannot take that right from them 
without compensating them for it, and doing so would 
not get rid of the nuisance. There is no doubt the 
nuisance is made worse by being used and heated over 
and over again ; but you have dirty water to begin 
with, and if there was not a single mill along it the 
Blackstaff is nothing more than an open sewer. 

1776. From your own knowledge as a millowner, 
can you say that the nuisance is worse and worse as it 
comes out of each mill ? — It is. It is bad from begin- 
ning to end. 



December 20, 1876. 

Mr. J ames Kennedy, j.p., examined. 



1777. Chairman. — Are you a justice of the peace, 
and do you reside at Belfast? — Yes. I am a borough 
and ji. county magistrate, and live close to Belfast. 

1778. What is your opinion with regard to the tax- 
ation of Belfast?— In my opinion it is very excessive, 
as compared with towns in England and Scotland. 

1779. We know what the municipal rates are in the 
town. On what particular matters do you consider 
that too much is expended? — That would 'be going too 
much into the conduct of the Town Council I only 
take results, and if I went into the details of the ques- 
tion I might be blaming a member of the Town Coun- 
cil, or some of the officers, unjustly. I only know 
this, that in Manchester their 9 d. rate is opposite our 
3s. 7 cl. one, and their Is. rate is opposite to our 4s. 7 cl. 
rate, and the same thing exists in Scotch townships as 
well as in Manchester. I know that in Edinburgh 
the rates are 10|d. and Is. 2d., and in Glasgow only a 
penny or twopence more than that. . I have a son who 
lives in London whose house is valued at £100, and 
his taxes only amount to £17. He lives at Winder- 
mere House, Upper Norwood. His taxation is only 
half what it is in Belfast on the same valuation. I 
think we labour under a heavy debt, and have to pay 
a heavy s inkin g fund. My object in giving evidence 



is only to stimulate the Town Council to try and reduce 
the rates. 

1780. How do you consider your rates in Belfast as 
compared with Dublin and Limerick? — I think they 
are about the same as Dublin. I don’t know about 
Limerick. In Cork I believe the water rate is only 
Ad., and the whole rates 4s. Now, our rates upon a 
good house valued at upwards of £20 amount to 4s. 6 d. 
or 4s. 7 cl, and our water rate was 1 s. 8 d., and it is now 8 d. 

1781. One gentleman said the rates were 4s. 7 d., 
but he lived in a district where there was a special 
drainage rate. May I take it that 4s. Ad. is the muni, 
cipal rate, except in special drainage districts ? — Yes. 
There is another thing to which I wish to call atten- 
tion, the way in which the death rate is kept in Bel- 
fast. I do this for reasons connected with the sani- 
tary condition of the borough, as the sanitary authori- 
ties are always saying the death-rate is so low. It is 
not kept for the borough, but for the whole union. 
The outside district is out of the borough entirely, and, 
therefore, the death-rate for the borough appears to be 
a great deal less than it really is. There ought to be 
one kept for the old borough, and one for the out dis- 
tricts, for nearly all our merchants, large shopkeepers, 
and town councillors, reside in the country, and the 

N 
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farmers of the neighbourhood are in comfortable cir- 
cumstances. Tlie true deatli-rate for Belfast borough 
could then be seen. 

1782. The next point to which I believe you desire 
to call our attention is the failure of the Corporation 
to fulfil the Act of 1888 :is regards Ballynafeigli ! — Yes. 

1783. That is the Act which put the county Down 
on the same footing as the county Antrim ? — Yes ; we 
opposed that Act, and got it thrown out in 1SG7, and 
it was re-introduced in 1 868. The reason we opposed 
it was this — in 1845 they raised for the town of Bel- 
fast £150,000 ; in 1846 they raised £50,000 for gas 
purposes, and in addition to that, Mr. Black forgot to 
tell you, inadvertently, no doubt, that there was £S4,000 
borrowed without hny authority whatsoever, and the 
whole of the £284,000 was spent on the town of 
Belfast. They levied the borough rate and some small 
rates off the county Down, but they never spent one 
shilling upon it. Therefore we objected. "We were 
willing to pay our own rates, and for our own light- 
ing and watching, but we objected to pay the rates, 
and for lighting and watching of the town of Belfast. 
We objected to pay interest on the sinking fund of 
that debt, at least our proportion of it, and so wo 
opposed the Bill in Parliament ; but the Committee of 
the House of Commons would not let us off, though 
we wanted to make our district into a separate town- 
ship, the same as one of those about Dublin. We 
thought we could manage our own. allairs for half the 
town taxes of Belfast, but the Committee of the House 
of Commons passed the Bill. 

1784. The 28tli clause provides that the corporation 
shall forthwith proceed to put in force the powers of 
the Belfast Act of 1865, and of this Act, for the pur- 
pose of completing, sewering, and repairing the several 
public streets within that portion of the borbugh 
situate in the county Down 1 — Yes. 

1785. And the 29th clause is to the effect that 
£6,000 shall be set apart and applied as a contribution 
towards the sewers as in the townlands of Bally- 
maearrett and Ballynafeigli? — We thought that because 
the term “ forthwith ” was used in the 28th clause, 
that that meant at once and without any appeal. We 
appealed, however, to the House of Lords, and they 
inserted the 29th clause. 

1786. By which they were to set apart £6,000. Did 
they not do so ? — They did not. They got a main 
sewer made in Ballymacarrett that cost £17,000 or 
£18,000, and by the Act of 1865, and tlie universal 
practice all over the borongh, the council paid one- 
third of the cost of the main sewer, and the owners of 
property in the neighbourhood paid two-thirds. 

1787. The owners of property paid two-thirds in a 
certain way — one-third directly, and another third in 
the form of a special drainage rate ? — We have re- 
ceived no favours in Ballynafeigli, nor have the sewers 
been put in order in our district. We say that Bally- 
macarrett has had no advantage of that £6,000, and 
nothing has been spent at Ballynafeigh. There is no 
sewer in all Ballynafeigh. 

1788. The answer given is, that more than £6,000 
lias been spent on sewerage and paving on that side of 
the river, either in. Ballymacarrett or Ballynafeigh ?— 
That must be a mistake, for there was nothing done 
but that main sewer, which was not done under the 
Act of 1868, and if there was any paving I believe 
the owners of property paid for it. 

1789. Do you complain that whatever has been 
spent in Ballymacairett, nothing has been spent in 
Ballynafeigh ? — Ye^. 

1790. Is Ballynafeigh a distinct townland? — Yes. 

1791. Why has the money been spent on Bally- 
macarrett and not on Ballynafeigh ? — There has been 
only £6,000 spent on the former place, but that has 
been spent according to all former practice, and 
according to the Act of 1865 ; that is, that the cor- 
poration spent £6,000 on the sewers there, and the 
people paid the remaining 12,000. Ballymacarrett 
has not received one farthing of the money. I say 
that in fairness the £6,000 should be spent upon the 
two townlands, say £3,000 upon ea ch . 



1792. Do you say that the sum should he divided into 
fair proportions between the two townlands ? — Yes ; 
something like that. I do not object to getting some- 
thing more for Ballymacarrett. That £6,000 under 
that Act of 1868 was never really expended as in- 
tended on special works in Ballymacairett and Bally- 
nafeigh. They did nothing but spend this £6,000 
towards the sewerage of Ballymacarrett, which was no 
more than would have been done for that district 
according to their ordinary practice, as an ordinary 
drainage district; and it is therefore, I say, most 
unfair for them now to say that the £6,000 they spent 
on the sewer of Ballymacarrett was a bona ficlc com- 
pliance with the 29tli section of the Act of 1868. 

1793. Do I understand you to say that they have 
spent £6,000 in Ballymacarrett, but that it has not 
been in special works ? — Yes ; they have spent £6,000, 
but it has not been in special works, as intended by 
the Act. 

1794. Do you consider, as regards Ballymacarrett, 
the town council have complied with the duty imposed 
upon them under the Act of 1868? — Certainly not. 
I would like very much to refer you to the 6th clause 
of the Act of 1853. 

1795. Has that clause been contravened in practice 
in any way ? — Well the owner of a valuable house with 
forty acres of land is not rated in respect of his demesne 
or mansion house, while a man who has no land at all 
pays 4s. 7 d. local rates, water rates, from which the 
other is exempt. 

1796. That is not the fault of the Town Council ; 
that is the act of the Legislature? — Yes; but they 
promoted the bill which works this injustice. 

1797. What you say is this — that the 6th clause of 
the Act of 1853creates a hardship, inasmuch as a poison 
who owns forty acres of land in a part of the borough 
where no streets have been formed, and on which no 
other dwelling-house is built in the immeditate neigh- 
bourhood is liable to escape with a smaller amount of 
local taxation than the occupier or owner of very much 
smaller premises in a part of the town that has been 
built over ? — Yes. 

1798. Mr. Lawless. — Do you complain of the un- 
equal local taxation caused by this 6th clause? — Yes. 
It so happens that three councillors claim exemption 
in a small district. There is a very curious fact with 
regard to the Blackstaff that has not been brought out. 
As you were told by Mr. Coates tlie Fall-street sewer 
goes ultimately down High-street, and then passes over 
a weir into the Pound Bum. When there is plenty 
of water, in wet weather — that water passes over that 
weir, but when there is no water at all, the Pound 
Burn is filled chiefly with sewage matter, which goes 
through a considerable district of Belfast. 

1799. As compared with tlie taxation of the towns 
in England are you aware whether or not the valuation 
upon which the taxes are assessed is the same. Is.it 
not the case that the piinciples of assessment differ %— 
Ours is the Government valuation ; theirs is, I believe, 
a local valuation. 

1800. Is it not upon the letting value ? — I think not. 

1801. Is it upon a local valuation? — Yes, at least 

several of my friends 'have told me so. I believe they 
do not take twenty-five or thirty per cent, off the 
letting value as they do here, which is a very good 
rule. . 

1S02. With respect to the. amount of the taxation 
of this town, and with respect to the expenditure of it — 
do you consider that the expenditure of the rates of 
this town upon the staff employed by the Corporation 
is excessive. I include the entire staff of every kind ? — 
I do not think it is. With regard to that, what strikes 
me is, that some of the officers do not do their duty — 
particularly the sanitary officers. I think that is very 
clear from the evidence of Mr. Scott the other day. 

1803. Chairman. — Do you think the salaries are 
excessive for a town like Belfast 1 — I think not. 

■ 1804. Mr. Lawless.— Have you had considerable 
experience as a mill-owner ? — Yes, it is fifty years since 
I went to the business. 

1805. Do the mills and factories here to your know- 
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ledge use water from polluted sources, and into which 
sewage matter has been discharged, for the use of the 
mills ? — The mills and factories using the water which 
ultimately discharges into the Blackstaff must and do 
take polluted water, for they have nothing else. I 
have given up business for the past ten years, but I 
know that before that, if we could have got an abund- 
ance of water at a cheap rate we would have used it. 
It would be far cheaper for the mill-owners to pay for 
good water, if they could get it at a moderate price, 
than to be using the water of the Blackstaff, because 
it is so prejudicial to health, and it destroys one’s 
boilers and machinery. 

1806. Do you think it is prejudicial to the health of 
the workpeople? — Very much so. I know a great 
many people who left the neighbourhood on account of 
the smell. The Rev. Dr. MTlwaine told me he fainted 
in his house in Howard-street, and had to go, in conse- 
quence of the offensive smell, to live in the country. 
I built two mills on the Blackstaff in Brunswick-street 
and Bedford-street, and had to sell them afterwards, 
and my successors have built a very large warehouse, 
and I understand they are leaving those premises, be- 
cause the young men are continually getting ill there. 

1807. Are the majority of the mills within the 
area in which the Water Commissioners deliver pipe 
water'? — At first they were not. Now they are. 

1808. Would you have been willing to pay a fair 
price for pipe water instead of using the polluted water 
of the Blackstaff? — Yes ; the last mill I had was a 
small one, and the price of water was, we thought, out- 
rageously high. I, however, forget at this moment 
what it was at that time. I know Mr. Foster Connor, 



who was examined here, and I inquired from him as Bbltast. 
to the price charged for the water, and I came to the Dec. 20 , me. 
conclusion that it was outrageously high. Besides M f =z - 
that we know that the Water Commissioners could not Kennedy* j v. 
give us a supply adequate to the requirements of the ’ 

millowners and guarantee to continue it. 

1809. Was the price then asked practically prohibi- 
tory? — Yes. 

1810. Would you have preferred getting it from the 
pipes instead of drawing it from the Blackstaff and the 
Pound Burn if you got it at a reasonable price? — Yes. 

1811. Could you tell me the price at which the 
Water Commissioners would have supplied you with 
water? — I could not. They are not able to keep 
their mains always full. ' They have not the water. 

1812. Do you say that they asked a price that was 
excessive? — Yes. I forget the price now because it is 
twenty years ago. 

1813. It was before 1865? — Yes. 

1814. They had not then the powers they have now ? 

— They had not. I would be very sorry to cast any 
blame upon the Water Commissioners, because they 
have done their duty very well. 

1815. Chairman. — Is it by choice the millowners 
take this polluted water or not ? — They began to use it 
when carts were drawing water into every street in 
Belfast. Every one who could buy Cromac water used 
to do so. I used to purchase a barrel of that water 
every day for the use of my workpeople whom I would 
not allow at that time to drink the town water 
which was nothing else but the Lagan pumped up. At 
the same time, however, the Town Council or their 
officers were not to blame for that. 



Mr. John Dinnen examined. 



1816. Chairman. — I believe you wish to give evi- 
dence as to the neglect of the Corporation to carry out 
sanitary matters of importance ? — Yes ; it occurs to me 
that you have not all the facts relating to the Black- 
staff before you. I saw the memorial from the medi- 
cal gentlemen published in the Belfast Northern Whig, 
and as I happened to be the chairman of the sub-com- 
mittee of the Corporation that took up the matter for- 
merly I thought it right that you should have the 
report which came from them in order that you might 
understand the views they held on the subject of the 
Blackstaff at that time. (Hands in draft report.) There 
is one thing that you ought to have before you, and 
that is the reply given to the medical gentlemen, and 
the report made by the borough surveyor regarding 
the Blackstaff. If yon recollect there was a memorial 
signed by a number of medical men sent to the Local 
Government Board. That memorial is dated the loth 
of February, 1875,' and with it were sent extracts from 
Mr. Montgomery’s report of the year 1866, and that 
of the law and sewerage committees of the Town Coun- 
cil approved of on the 1st November, 1870. (Docu- 
ments handed in.) 

(The witness handed in thereport of these matters con- 
tainedin the Belfast Weekly News, ofFebruary20, 1875.) 

1817. Witness . — As chairman of the sub-committee 
of that time, I endorse every word of that report. I 
find that the 10th section of the Sewage Utilization 
Act, of 1865, expressly prohibits under pain of indict- 
ment any person polluting a watercourse which is 
within the jurisdiction of the sewer authority, and the 
11th section expressly prohibits the sewer authority, 
from using the river as a watercourse. Now, from 
the report that was made at that time by the sub- 
committee we found that this law was violated, and 
we then came to the conclusion that we could under- 
stand the inaction of the Corporation when they them- 
selves were liable to be prosecuted. 

1818. If I understand rightly it was upon that 
ground, Mr. May based his opinion, that they could 
not proceed against those parties, because at the time 
they were violating the law themselves ? — I am not 
aware'. I was told that there was an opinion of Mr. 
May stating that nothing at all could be done about 
the Blackstaff, but I. never had an opportunity of 



seeing Mr. May’s opinion. I now say that in my 
opinion the Town Council have not discharged their 
duty as public corporators — that there has been an 
apathy, an indifference, and a culpability in the dis- 
charge of their duty. I think the Town Council as 
a sanitary authority should be no longer trusted, and 
that the Local Government Board should be em- 
powered to have, these works that have lain so long 
unattended to, promptly and efficiently done, and 
that the authority and* control should be at once 
removed out of the hands of the present Corporation. 

1819. That could not be done without an Act of 
Parliament ? — If a Corporation are guilty of neglect, 
I think the Local Government Board have some 
authority, but if not the matter ought to be rectified for 
the sake of the people here at all events. In 1 866 after 
we had the report of our borough surveyor relative 
to the drainage of the entire town, the object of the 
sub-committee was to abate this monstrous nuisance, 
and to allow the drainage of the entire town to be 
done by degrees, and not to saddle the town with so 
heavy an expense, all at once. 

1820. There are certainly very considerable 
engineering difficulties ? — Yes, there may be. 

1821. Mr. Lawless. — At what time did you cease 
to be a member of the Corporation ? — In November, 
1874, I resigned. 

1822. The last notice taken of that report made by 
the sub-committee of which you were chairman, was 
in October, 1873? — It was. I don’t know whether 
I should go into further particulars about what took 
place, but the whole thing was pooh-pooh’d. 

1823. Was it not brought before the Council 
again ? — Not the report we made. The sub-committee’s 
report was shelved at once. " -But I may tell you that 
the suggestions we made from an engineering point of 
view were done in accordance with the plans before 
us, and with the full concurrence of the sub-engineer 
of the Corporation. I may further state that we had 
a very good amateur engineer, a member of the 
Coi-poration. 

1824. Mr. Montgomery, however, condemned your 
plan subsequently ?— ^Ygs. 

1825. Mr. Exham. — Did they refuse to place this 
report upon the minutes of the Town Council? — Yes. 

N 2 



Mr. John 
Dinnen. 
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Belfast. 
Dec. 20, 187G. 

Mr. John 
Dinnen. 



1826. Chairman — Was there any motion made 
with reference to the adoption of that report ? — No ; 
it was pooh-pooh’d at once. 

1827. Mr. Lawless. — I have before me a minute 
of the Corporation of a resolution passed by them on 
the 1st of November, 1S70, after reading the report 
of the 28th of October, 1870. The resolution is to 
the effect, that the folio-wing members of the Council 
be appointed a committee to inquire into the best 
means of abating the Blackstaff nuisance, and the 
removal of the cause of the flooding in the town, to 
report to a special meeting of the Council to be held 
on that day fortnight ; and then follow the names of 
the committee of twelve appointed. Do you know 
whether anything was done in pursuance of that ? — 
Nothing ; the matter is getting worse and worse every 
day. I say the Blackstaff should be remedied, but 
they want to make it an excuse for a grand drainage 
scheme for the whole of the town. I say abate this 
monster nuisance, and then go over the rest of the 
town if it is required. 

1828. That committee reported on the 19th No- 
vember? — Reports and complaints have been made 
from time to time, since 1847, but nothing has been 
done. 

1S29. Chairman. — Have you any other matter 
you wish to mention? — Yes ; I will not characterize 
the course that has been pursued by the Corporation 
with reference to the Parks Act ; but I say that had 
it not been that I happen to be a member of the legal 
profession, I do not think the Falls Park would have 
been made. After the provisional order was obtained 
in 1873, and after the promises made by the Town 
Council, and the resolutions from the year 1869, up 
to the year 1873, 1 think it was a very hard thing 
that some members of the Town Council should 
attempt to (I am sure they would not do it in then- 
individual capacity) repudiate then- acts and break 
good faith with the public. Even after the pro- 
visional order was obtained there was the strongest 
possible attempt made to prevent the formation of 
the Falls Park. 

1830. Did they not, however, yield to the memorial 
of the inhabitants ? — They did not yield to the memo- 
rial at all, but I suggested that proceedings should be 
taken against them, and it was nob until they were 
threatened with a mandamus that they complied. 

1831. Did they not yield before the mandamus was 
applied for? — Yes; but not until they knew it was 
going to be applied for. There is another matter with 
regard to the park to which I think it right your atten- 
tion should be directed. The chairman of the sanitary 
committee took a very active part in opposing the Falls 
Park. He is an old corporator, and he made use of 
the argument that the park was too near the cemetery, 
and that the result would be that people coming with 
funerals, and so forth, would not like to hear boister- 
ous or unseemly behaviour when passing the park. 
Although that argument was made use of, strange to 
say, since they found it was mandatory to have a park 
made there, they have passed a resolution allocating 
the portion of the ground which the Act of Parliament 
requires to go for building purposes, for the purposes 
of a cemetery. I think that, knowing as I do what 
took place at the discussion on the parks question, is 
the most extraordinary proceeding of which I have yet 
heard, and if you refer to the Burial Act that was 
passed, you will see that it was never intended that 
the borough of Belfast should be confined to one burial 
ground, which is away at the very outskirt of the town. 
The present cemetery is in a most inconvenient posi- 
tion for the people living on the county Down side of 
the river, and I think they have a right to demand a 
burial-ground of their own, and not be compelled to 
travel three or four miles to have their people buried 
in the present cemetery. 

1832. Have any of the county Down people applied 
for an additional cemetery on that side of the liver? — 
I believe there was such an application, but nothing 
has been done. 



1833. Did you apply to the Town Council for redress 
and failed to get it ? — No ; I wish to show that the 
Parks Act should not be violated by the granting of 
the additional ground they now claim for burial pur- 
poses, and that there is the absence of a burial-ground 
on the county Down side. 

1834. Mr. Lawless. — I wish to draw your attention 
to the 8th clause of the Act of 1866, which specially 
provides that the Act is not to prevent the establishing 
of a second burial-ground ? — Yes. 

1835. “ And the council may proceed to provide the 
same by the purchase of land, &c.”1 — 1 live in the 
county Down, and I know the feeling of a large number 
of the inhabitants there, and I have no hesitation in 
saying that it is then- feeling that there should be a 
second cemetery on the county Down side. There are 
fifty acres of surplus ground at Ormeau Park now un- 
productive, it appears — a beautiful park by nature — 
but owing to the Blackstaff nuisance it is not resorted 
to as much as it should be, and fifty acres of the ground 
are lying idle. 

1836. Is the Ormeau Park on the county Down side 
of the river ? — It is. Under the Parks Act they have 
a rh'ht to deduct one-fourth of the ground allocated for 
the park. There are 173 acres altogether, so that under 
the Parks Act they could sell for building purposes 
one-fourtli of that. I only notice this matter for the 
purpose of showing that there is plenty of ground for 
a cemetery on the county Down side of the river, and 
that ground is lying unproductive, owing very much to 
the apathy of the Corporation and want of good govern- 
ment by them of that side of the town. 

1837. Has anything substantial been done towards 
7nn.kin g the Falls Park into the condition of a real 
park, because I find the expenditure is veiy small under 
that head? — What has been done is quite insignificant ; 
it is only a colourable proceeding. Asa matter of fact, 
whether it is owing to the reluctance or not of the 
Town Council, but very little has been done at all, and 
nothing for a long time past. They were going to do 
away with the Blackstaff in 1847. I don’t know 
whether they are going to make this a park or not. 

1838. Do you think they failed to carry out the 
Acts of I860 and 1868? — Yes ; there is one subject 
on which I ask your special attention in a sanitary 
point of view, and I think it is a disgrace to the Town 
Council to allow this to go on, where fever is produced 
by their inattention and neglect to carry out, and their 
acting in violation of, die Act of Parliament. The 
Town Council is to a certain extent governed by com- 
mittees, and there is what is called an Improvement 
Committee. The Improvement Committee have to 
inspect and pass all plans for public buildings, and 
they have to be approved of by the borough surveyor 
before any house can be erected. I wish to draw your 
attention to section 75 in the Act of 1865, and to the 
penalty imposed by the 25th section of the Act of 
1868, and for the violation of the Act — “ In case any 
house or other building erected after the passing of 
this Act shall be inhabited contrary to the 75th sec- 
tion of the Belfast Act. of 1865, the owner for the time 
being shall be liable to pay, and shall pay to the Cor- 
poration a sum of 20s. per week for every week during 
which each such house shall continue to be inhabited. 

I ask any person acquainted with die town of Belfast 
to look around them and say . whether the provisions 
of both Acts of Parliament are violated or not. Look 
at the number of streets unpaved and uusewered, and 
yet the houses are inhabited to the knowledge of the 
Council and their officers. I ask you to require from 
the town clerk or the surveyor the number of houses 
inhabited in streets that are unpaved or unsewered, 
and whether there was a single prosecution of the 
owners. It is no wonder that we have disease pre- 
vailing in our town, and the death rate so heavy. 

1839. Chairman. — It was admitted by Mr. Mont- 
gomery that the law was not carried out, but he gave 
his reasons for it? — Yes ; but those reasons have not 
gone forth to the public. I never heard any reason 
assigned. 
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1840. Tlie violation of the Act was admitted, and 
it was put upon the extent of pressure for house ac- 
commodation in Belfast, but in the meantime it had 
reference to the convenience of the inhabitants that 
the Act had not been carried out. We need not 
therefore ask you to explain the point as to the fact 
of the Corporation having violated the Act ? — I do not 
wish to cast the slightest imputation upon any indi- 
vidual corporator, nor do I wish to speak disparagingly 
of the improvement committee, but it is a curious 
coincidence that upon that committee there are live 
timber and slate merchants and two builders. There 
is one other matter which I wish to refer to, under the 
Act of 1S6S, sec. 30. 

1841. That is with regard to the passage at the rere 
of the Belfast Bank : do you wish to give some evidence 
regarding that ! — You have had an explanation regard- 
ing that, which I have read very carefully, and I was 
rather surprised that that explanation was given hi 
the way it was. I happened to be present before the 
■Committee of the House of Commons when this clause 
was discussed, and most unwilling were they to allow 
any public passage to be blocked up or stopped, and 
the plans were required to be submitted of the im- 
provement projected, and I recollect well that it was 
expressly stated that Bridge-street was one of the 
leading thoroughfares, that the Belfast Bank pro- 
jected very much and interfered with the traffic of the 
city, and that if it were put back it would be a great 
public advantage. The plans were shown to the com- 
mittee and the evidence was given, and that is all on 
record, and now what do you find, that notwithstanding 
that statutable enactment, the Belfast Bank, who 
happen to be the treasurers of the borough, have made 
arrangements and bought up the statutable enactments 
for money. 

1842. What are the arrangements you refer to? — 
Before the Committee of the House of Commons it 
was decided that this public building, the Belfast 
Bank, should be set back and the ground dedicated to 
the public. Instead of that the Corporation by reso- 
lution, which I opposed vigorously, have passed a re- 
solution allowing them for money consideration to close 
np the passage, and gave them some ground instead. 

1S43. The Corporation have not availed themselves 
of the powers given in the second part of the clause ? 
— They have to a certain extent. They sold the statu- 
table right of claiming from the Belfast Bank the 
right of putting the budding further back in front. 

'"1844. What the Corporation have done is that they 
have closed up this passage ? — I complain of a breach 
of faith on the part of the Corporation in allowing the 
passage to be closed up without getting the consider- 
ation agreed upon, namely, the setting of the hank 
back. Tlie evidence given on that occasion is on 
record, and I would beg of you to look at it, and see 
whether it is consistent with the resolution passed by 
the Corporation in allowing their powers to pass out 
of their hands for a money consideration. 

1845. Mr. Black. — If you wish the evidence, we 
have it. Mr. Dinnen totally mistakes it. 

1846. Chairman'. — There is an agreement bearing 
date the 31st of March, 1875, between the Bank and 
the Corporation, by which they were allowed to retain 
■the present site of the hank, closing one passage and 
opening another? — Yes. (See Appendix No. 12, 
page 214). 

1S47. Mr. Black. — Mr. Dinnen contends that that 
was a violation of the Act. 

1848. Mr. Dinnen. — I do, most certainly. 

1849. Witness. — Before passing from this Act of 
1868, 1 can only endorse what Mr. Kennedy has said 
with regard to the expenditure of money in Bally- 
macarrett, that the Act has not been complied with. 

1850. Chairman. — With reference to Ballyma- 
carrett and Ballynafeigh ? — Witness — They are both on 
the same side of the river, and about a mile from each 
other. They have done nothing for Ballynafeigh, and 
they have levied the rates there ever since. 

1851. Don’t those townlands touch? — No ; the park 
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lies between them. The boundary is the Lagan Belfast. 
village on the BaUymacarretfc side, and Ballynafeigh Uec. 20 , ms. 
does not commence until about half or a quarter of a Mr _ 
mile from the other townland. Dinnen. 

1S52. Mr. Montgomery. — As a matter of fact, I say 
these townlands adjoin each other the whole way. 

1853. Witness. — I do not know whether you have 
had an explanation relative to the rate which the 
Council have the power to strike for compensation for 
malicious injuries. Under the Act of 1865, at the 
separation of the borough there was power given to 
the Corporation to strike a rate. I merely want to 
direct your attention to the fact that the Corporation 
in case the amount claimed is £1,000, have power to 
strike a special rate. I don’t know whether you 
heard that in 1865 the rate was first struck, and if 
you refer to the estimates for each year you will find 
that £1,000 has been put down for the payment of 
these malicious injuries, and that has been going on 
from 1S65 to 1876. I think there was no occasion to 
strike a special rate. 

1854. Do you mean to say that £1,000 has been set 
apart in each year for that purpose, and it has accumu- 
lated? — It ought to have accumulated. They have 
accounted no doubt for the money. Some years we 
know the claims did not amount to £20, and other 
years £10 ; and no doubt if the amount they have in 
hand was calculated, it would he found that they 
have had in their hands a sum more than sufficient to 
pay tlie amount of the compensation, and therefore 
they had no occasion to strike a special rate at all for 
that purpose. 

1855. Mr. Lawless. — The Corporation are bound 
up to £1,000 for malicious injuries, and for any 
amount beyond £1,000 they have power to strike a 
special rate. The malicious injuries were ascertained 
to amount at a certain assizes to something like 
£3,577. There was then a rate struck, and I under- 
stand that rate was struck to meet the balance of 
£3,577 over and above the £1,000 — that is £2,577. 

A certain portion of that was applied in discharge of 
claims for malicious injuries, and the balance remaining 
was carried over in the hands of the bank, standing to 
a separate account, hearing separate interest, and there 
is now about £900 of that ftuid ? — But what I want 
to call your attention to is that you have not had an 
explanation about where this £1,000 that has been 
annually included in the estimates, has gone. The 
45th section of the Act of 1S65 provides tliat if any 
year the sum paid by the Corporation for malicious 
injuries exceeds £1,000, the Corporation shall, in the 
then next ensuing year, levy a sum to pay the excess 
beyond £1,000 ; and the 50th section provides that 
the Corporation shall include in their yearly estimates 
the sum of £1,000 to pay the amount of compensation 
for malicious injuries ; and the 4oth section, as I have 
already said, provides that that £1,000 should he 
annually in tlie hands of the Corporation to meet any 
contingency that might arise inconsequence of riots, or 
anything of that kind. Therefore, they had no right 
to strike a special rate to meet that £2,700, or what- 
ever the amount was, for tlie accumulations of the 
£1,000 each year during previous years, would have 
more than paid the deficiency of the one year. The 
Corporation also have power to appoint a Recorder for 
the borough, and to establish a Recorder’s court, and 
there are certain salaries payable by the Corporation 
in connexion with that court. 

1856. What is the point you want to raise? — The 
point I want to raise is that this court was established 
for the purpose of meeting the public requirements, and 
from that time to the present the Corporation have 
been paying the salary, and the public have not been 
erettintr any benefit. Furthermore, the court does not 
meet the requirements of the public, inasmuch as the 
sittings are held at inconvenient times. Instead of 
the court sitting on regular days, for two or three 
days at a time, it comes on just before the quarter 
sessions, and people are kept waiting at least from 
ten days to a fortnight. It thus monopolizes tlie 
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Belfast. quarter sessions business. That I now say on behalf 
Sec. 20, 1876. the inhabitants of the town, who complain of this 
Mr John mattei - , because the court is paid from out of their rates. 

Dinnen. At the time the Recorder’s court was established, it 

was done for the purpose of facilitating the recovery of 
small debts promptly, and not one single farthing have 
the Corporation derived from that court in fees. They 
pay the salaries, but they get no fees. 

1857. Mr. Black. — It is a matter over which we have 
no control. 

1858. Witness. — I will show you that you have 
control. You pay the salaries under the Act of Par- 
liament. The salaries are fixed at <£500 for the 
Recorder, and .£200 for the clerk of the peace. But 
you will find under the Municipal Corporations Act 
that where a Recorder is established for a borough, 
that the Corporation is required to fix the fees ; in- 
stead of the fees going into the hands of the Corpora- 
tion, they go into the hands of the clerk of the peace, 
and the result is that instead of getting £200 a year, 
the clerk of the peace is getting £500 or £600. I 
think the town should have the advantage of the 
difference between the salary allocated under the Act 
of Parliament and the fees. 

1859. Can you tell us what fees are paid in the 
Recorder’s court. Are they the same as at quarter 
sessions ! — There is a table of fees under the Act of 

• Parliament, but there are fixed charges that are not 
under the Act of Parliament, such as fees on spirit 
licenses, and on affidavits filed in court, and things of 
that kind. 

1860. Is it your proposition that all fees payable, 
statutable or otherwise, should go intathe coffers of the 
Corporation, in aid of the Recorder’s salary paid out 
of the city rates! — Yes ; not only that, and I think 
that a portion of the stamp duties in the court should 
be applied in liquidation of the salary of the Recorder. 
I say that the Corporation have not done their duty 
under the Municipal Corporations Act in not setting 
apart the fees which should go into the corporate 
funds under the Municipal Corporations Act. 

1861. Does the clerk of the peace draw his salary 
as well as the fees 1 — Yes. 

1862. Mr. Lawless. — Do all the fees go to the clerk 
of the peace in the Recorder’s court ! — Yes. 

1863. Mr. Exham. — Does Mr. Otway, the Recorder, 
hold a monthly court ? — No ; it is held every six 
weeks. It is not half often enough ; but not only 
that, but it is so arranged as to catch the quarter ses- 
sions business, and the result is, that it prolongs the 
court and renders the Recorder’s court itself inoperative. 

1864. Mr. Lawless. — Have the Corporation power 
to regulate the sittings of the Recorder when they ap- 
point him ! — I can only refer you to the Municipal Cor- 
porations Act. I cannot answer that question, because 
I have not given it sufficient consideration ; but I know 
this much, that the Recorder would be only too glad, if it 
were properly represented to him, to try and arrange 
the court to sit offcener. 

1865. Has any application been made to the Corpo- 
ration to represent the matter to the Recorder ? — I 
know it has been greatly commented on. 

1866. But has any application been made to the 
Corporation ! — I am not aware ; I think not. 

1867. Chairman. — Have you any further evidence 
to offer ! — There is just one other matter, and it is a 
reform which I consider is much required in the Cor- 
poration with the view of lessening the taxation of 
the town. I believe the Corporation to be a huge 
political engine, worked by the officials of the Corpo- 
ration, who are paid out of the rates of the town. 

1868. If you can produce facts in evidence to sub- 
stantiate that assertion, we shall be happy to take 
such evidence ; but do not make statements unless 
you are going to Support them by evidence! — The 
officers I look upon tobe - the ruling spirits in the Cor- 
poration. They nominate, canvass, pay runners and 
agents for the purpose of having men of their choice 
returned as representatives to that body. 



1869. Who do you say do that! — The officials of 
the Corporation. 

1870. Can you name the person or persons who do 
this 1 — I will name one person ; but I do not like to 
individualize. 

1871. But how can these statements be answered 
unless you do individualize? — Then I will individualise 
for my present purpose. There is the cashier who 
has been before the public. This cashier commenced 
on a salary of £70 a year, and you will find on refer- 
ring to the printed accounts that his present salary is 
greater than that of any other person, I will venture 
to say, in the town of Belfast, holding a similar 
position, if not double what such a person would 
receive. 

1872. What is his salary! — £70 was the salary 
originally, now, I believe, it is £300, and I consider 
that the Corporation acted in an improper manner 
with respect to him. 

1873. Is it in raising his salary! — Yes; and espe- 
cially when, he has taken an active partizan part — one 
that was not in keeping with tire position of a public 
officer, paid out of the rates of people of all denomina- 
tions ; and knowing how the Corporation officials were 
going on, I moved a resolution in the Corporation to 
prohibit any officer of the Corporation from taking an 
active part at any election. 

1874. Mr. Lawless. — Can you give the date on 
which you moved that resolution! — It was shortly 
after I was returned in 1871, or it might have been in 
1872. Yes, it was at a meeting of the Council held on 
the 1st of February, 1872. I hold in my hand a 
summons to attend that meeting. I may observe 
before going further, that I thought it was my duty to 
try to have politics avoided in the Corporation. I 
thought it was a perversion of the municipal trust to 
allow it in any way to be mixed up with or influenced 
by politics. The moment I introduced my motion into 
the Council, immediately the cry was raised, “ Oh, this 
is introducing politics,” although the very opposite was 
the reason that induced me to bring it forward, which 
really was for the purpose of trying to have the same 
system adopted in the Corporation as exists under the 
Local Government Board, where no officer is allowed 
to interfere in election matters, save by recording 
his vote. I thought that an official of the Corporation 
had no right to take up a partizan position, and to 
interfere in the election of members for the Corpora- 
tion, more particularly when he is paid by the public 
money. Well, this was the notice of motion I gave : 
and I may take the opportunity of mentioning in 
passing, that there was some little good done in the 
way of reform during the time I happened to be a 
member of the Council, as I find that this same sum- 
mons contains another notice of motion to obtain the 
transfer of the gasworks to the Corporation, a scheme 
that met with considerable opposition, but which ulti- 
mately was carried into effect. This is the notice of 

motion I gave : “ Councillor Dinnen to move ‘ That 

it be an instruction to the employes of the Corporation 
not to take any active part prior to or at any muni- 
cipal or parliamentary election beyond recording their 
votes.’” 

1875. Was that resolution moved and considered ? — 
It was moved, seconded, and discussed, and on being 
put to the vote was rejected by 17 to 6. 

1876. Mr. Exham. — At the time you moved that 
resolution did you state any instances within your own 
knowledge to the members of the Corporation of offi- 
cers who had so interfered at municipal or parliament- 
ary elections ? — Yes ; and not only that, but one coun- 
cillor, who happened to be recently returned, although 
he did belong to the same party, identified this parti- 
cular gentleman as having taken part against him, he 
being a new member. 

1877 . Chairman. — Did you state these facts in sup- 
port of your desire to have the resolution, of which you 
had given notice, adopted by the Council!— Yes; I 
am stating my recollection of what occurred at the 
time. I know at that time there was a very strong 
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feeling in the town that the officials were interfering 
improperly in returning members of the Corporation. 
In consequence of this resolution being rejected, I be- 
lieve the spirit has still become stronger, and that 
instead of the officials being told not to interfere, that 
they now, to a very large extent, actually have the 
control of the return of the members of the Corpora- 
tion in their own hands. 

1878. In what way have they the control 1 ? — They 
control both the nomination and the election of repre- 
sentatives for the municipal borough. 

1879. Do you mean to say that they receive in- 
structions from tire Corporation to take an active part 
in the nominations and selections ? — I say ihat they 
receive instructions indirectly, that there is an inner 
circle of the Corporation who manage the entire 
borough, and the others are but mere tools in their 
hands. 

1880. Do you mean to say that the town council 
give instructions to their officers to take an active part 
in the elections'? — Yes; and so much so that it is 
looked upon as a kind of political refuge for old hacks 
who have been doing tory work, when a situation 
happens to be vacant. 

1881. Who are those gentlemen who give those in- 
structions, because it is a very grave charge you make 
against them, and it is but fair and right that you 
should mention their names, in order to give them an 
opportunity of defending themselves if they can ? — I 
am making a charge against the officials. 

1 882. But you say that the officials are acting upon 
the instructions of members of the Corporation. You 
should give us the names of the officials who so act, 
and also the names of the members of the Corporation 
from whom they derive then’ instructions ? — There is 
a difficulty in that, especially when you have not given 
us an opportunity of cross-examining any of the 
witnesses that have been called on behalf of the Cor- 
poration. I have no hesitation in stating that I believe 
I would have no difficulty in being able to elicit those 
facts if I had an opportunity of cross-examining some 
of the. witnesses that were brought up before you ; and 
without having afforded others as well as myself that 
opportunity, I consider it would be hard to name any 
particular person as the person who gave directions, 
but I can state as a fact that the Corporation officials 
not only go so far as to nominate aldermen, but that 
the gentleman to whom I refer had the audacity, when 
asking for an increase of salary, to go to the late 
Mayor, Sir J ohn Savage, and say that he should sup-, 
port the application he was making because he was 
the man who got Sir John Savage into the Corporation, 
and was the means of having him made Mayor. 

1883. Who is the person who you say said this? — 
The cashier. In order to have the exact words which 
he made use of, I would refer you to the newspapers 
of the 2nd of February last, which contain an account 
of the proceedings, fully published, at which the state- 
ment I allude to was made. 

1884. Mr. Exham. — Did Sir John Savage state at 
that meeting that the individual you allude to made 
those observations?— Yes. As a matter ofTaet Sir ' 
John Savage was castigating him in a speech that he 
was making, in the course of which he said, that the 
official in question went so far as actually to have the 
audacity to state that he was the person who got him 
returned to the council. I say that some of the 
officials have a certain power in their hands which I 
contend ought at once to be removed. 

. 1885. Chairman'. — Who are the other persons in- 
cluded in what you have designated as the “ inner 
circle ” ?— Well, .there are what are called the rate 
collectors of the borough. These men have in their 
power the constitution of the burgess lists. 

1886; Do you include all the rate collectors 1— Yes ; 
ali the- rate collectors. There are rate collectors for 
each ward. They have in then- hands the returning 
to the town clerk of the names of the different people 
who are entitled to be on the burgess roll, and they 
also know the different parties who should be put on 



as claimants. This state of tilings gave the greatest Belfast. 
possible offence. I mean the belief that the rate col- Dec. 20 , ms. 
lectors were abusing (though I do not mean to say that — - 

they are doing it to the same extent now as formerly) Dinneri." 
their powers. I find it on the minutes of evidence in 
the Blue Book (which I can give in evidence if you 
desire it) at the time the Act was passed in 1864, that 
that state of things existed, and the Council from that 
time to the present, notwithstanding the opposition 
given by the independent ratepayers of the borough, 
have violated the promise they gave to the Committee 
of the House of Commons^ on the faith of which the 
preamble to the Indemnity Act was passed, namely, 
to introduce a public Bill to do away with those rate 
collectors and have a collector-general appointed, and 
for other purposes. The evidence will show that the 
preamble of the Bill was passed on the faith of a public 
Bill being introduced by the Corporation. I may quote 
an extract from that book where the Chairman of the 
Committee stated — “ That the great object of the 
Committee was that, if possible, some measure should be 
introduced to prevent a continuance of the grievances 
and heartburnings which appeared from the evidence 
on both sides to prevail in the borough of Belfast.” 

1887. Who was the Chairman of that Committee f 
— Mr. James Milnes Gaskill. Well, the result of the 
discussion before the Committee was an understanding 
that a public Bill should be introduced, and that those 
town collectors who have the manipulation of the 
burgess roll, should be abolished. 

1888. Mr. Lawless. — -Was any public Bill intro- 
duced ? — None. I mention these minutes of evidence, 
taken before the Committee of the House of Commons, 
for the purpose of showing what was the feeling of the 
Committee when that indemnity Bill was approved of 
on the fiiith of a public Bill being introduced. I say 
that the terms of that public Bill were to be the abolition 
of the rate collectors of the different wards, the appoint- 
ment of a collector-general, and further arrangements 
for the improvement of the town to be arranged by 
named arbitrators. I say that that has not been done, 
and that there has been a breach of faith on the part of 
the Corporation in not carrying those contemplated 
changes out. 

1889. Chairman,— Those minutes of evidence are oh 
the records of the House of Commons, and we can refer 
the Select Committee of the House of Commons to 
those minutes of evidence by date, and.it will be for 
the Committee to draw their own inference ? — I may 
tell you that one of these rate collectors was notoriously 
a district ward agent and a well-known political agent 
before his appointment, and he still continues in that, 
office up to the present time. He also occupies the 
position of deputy grand master of an Orange lodge 
at the present time. 

1890. What is that collector’s name? — Charles 
Noah Davis. 

1891. What ward does he collect for? — The St 
George’s ward. 

1892. Is there any other collector to whom you ob- 
ject ? — I hope you will understand me as not making 
any objection to Mr. Charles Noah Davis or to any 
particular individual rate collector. I am only attack- 
ing the system, and I do so for the purpose of showing 
that those gentlemen who hold offices of that kind have 
a certain amount of control in their hands which, I 
think, ought to be removed. And having stated so 
much I think that until some change takes place in the 
government of the town by the removal 'of the present 
Corporation, you will never have the public comforts 
and the public good of the town considered. I think 
you have had sufficient evidence of their neglect in 
sanitary matters. I think I have shown you conclu- 
sively that Vthere is- improper conduct going on in the 
inner enable, as denounced by Sir John Savage; and 
until the Local Government Board or the Government 
step in and take the control of the town for some 
time out of the hands of the • Corporation, I say it 
is my deliberate opinion we will never have any 
peace or good for the inhabitants of the town of Belfast. 
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1893. Is there any other individual whom you de- 
sire to name except the cashier ? — The cashier was de- 
nounced by Sir John Savage. 

189-1. I want you to name those who you say are 
guilty of corrupt practices in the Corporation — for 
your charge amounts to that. You at first, if I remem- 
ber, clearly said there were three officials. Do you 
limit the charge to three ? — I do not limit it at all. 

1895. Will you name the others? Who are the 
three ? — The cashier. 

1896. That is only one? — I have mentioned the 
position of Mr. Noah Davis. 

1897. That makes two. Who is the other ? — I 
cannot at present name a third. I say the entire body 
are more or less tainted. 

1898. But that will not do. You should not make 
so grave a charge as that which you have preferred 
without being fully able to substantiate it. You have 
charged certain members of the Corporation and cer- 
tain corporate officials with corruption. It is not fail- 
play if you do not individualize. You know you could 
not make a graver charge ? — I reiterate that charge, 
that the Corporation permits its officials to take an im- 
proper part in the municipal elections. I cannot give 
you details or the names of each party, particularly 
as no opportunity has been afforded of cross-examina- 
tion. 

1899. I think you should name whom this “ inner 
circle ” consists of that you say exercises this control 
over the Corporation. That is practically a charge of 
corruption, and you should now support that charge 
by naming the persons to whom you allude. If you 
decline to do so, then of course your statement falls 
to the ground? — I think the statement on the authority 
that I have named, that there is a political influence 
or advantage in the hands of the officials of the Cor- 
poration is enough. 

1900. I want to know who those persons ai-e. If 
you make this public charge the people against whom 
you make it mustinfaimess havean opportunity of com- 
ing forward to give evidence in their own defence, 
otherwise as I have said before judgment will go by de- 
fault ? — -I have referred you to the statement made by 
Sir John Savage. I think a statement coming from a 
gentleman occupying the position of an ex-mayor that 
the corporate officials were exercising that improper 
authority shoidd be sufficient to satisfy you that there 
was something wrong. 

1901. I want to know who those other parties 
were ? — Well, it is difficult to go into that. 

1902. You have brought a charge against a particu- 
lar officer of the Corporation, who has had his salary in- 
creased from £7 0 to .£300 because you allege that he has 
“ worked ” the Corporation, or the “inner circle " of the 
Corporation, byexercisingundueinfluenceor corruption 
at the elections of the Corporation. Well, it comes to 
this, that he is the only person you will name ? — He is 
the only person of whom I have personal knowledge. 

1903. Then your charge falls to the ground with 
regard to all the other persons except the cashier? — 



If any evidence I have given affects any other person 
I withdraw it. 

1904. Is your object to prevent the officials of the 
Corporation from being allowed to take any part in 
political contests? — Clearly; that is my entire object,, 
and to prevent them from using their office improperly 
and their influence too with regard to elections. 

1905. Mr. Exham. — With regard to the minutes of 
evidence taken before the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons, has there or has there not been 
any change in the carrying on of the practices that 
were at that time made tire subject of complaint before 
the Committee ? — The same state of things exists ; but 
I am in justice bound to say that the rate collectors 
have been more particular in the collection of the l-ates,. 
and that the same system is not carried on as hereto- 
fore as to disfranchising voters. 

1906. Has your complaint against the rate collectors,, 
as far as it goes, reference to the past and not to the 
present? — Yes ; but it has reference also to the power 
that they still have in their hands. 

1907. Do I understand you to say that at the pre- 
sent time the system prevails of rate collectors dis- 
franchising certain persons, and putting on others ? — 
They have it in their power, but I do not say that they 
do it at present to the same extent ; in fact, it is not. 
done at present to the same extent. The public bill 
was to provide for that and other matters, and it has 
never been carried out. The bill was passed on the 
faith of the undertaking given before the Committee, 
but they have never carried it out. With reference to 
the wards, I think the town is not properly divided. If 
you look at the map of the wai-ds you will see that they 
are arranged in a most extraordinary way — one running, 
into the other, &e., and so they have remained since 
the Act was passed, notwithstanding the undertaking, 
on the faith of which they got the bill. 

1908. Mr. Lawless. — When was there a re-distribu- 
tion of the wards ? — In 1853. A commissioner was sent 
down ; there was no representation on one side, and 
the wards were divided in a way that gave and give 
great dissatisfaction. 

1909. Chairman. — We have had it already that the 
wards are unequal in point of rateable value, and in. 
point of the number of burgesses? — You will see at 
once that it is almost impossible for any person who 
attempts to assert an independent position to fight at 
a small expense a ward containing as many burgesses 
as some of the county towns in Ireland. 

1910. Do you think that the wai-ds are too large? — 
Ear too large. The number of wards should be in- 
creased, and by the bill that was to have been intro- 
duced, the town was to be arranged in a manner some- 
what similar to that in which the wards are arranged 
in Dublin, where, I believe, they have fifteen wards. 
I would say that if a change is to take place the number 
of wards in Belfast should be from ten to twelve. 

1911. Mr. Lawless. — What was the population of 
Belfast when the re-distribution of the wards took 
place? — From 110,000 to 120,000. Now, as you are 
aware, the population is 200,000. 



Mr. John Mr. John Morton examined. 

Morton. 1912. Chairman. — "Upon what point do you wish people. The next matter I want to refer to is to the 

to give evidence ? — First I want to refer to the 29th 75th section of the 1865 Act, that was referred to- 
section of the 1868 Act, "with reference to the expen- here to-day by Mr. Dinnen, with reference to the 
diture of the £6,000. new streets not being paved and sewered. 

1913. Do you reside in Ballynafeigh ? — Yes ; I can 1916. Do you confirm what has been Stated by him? 

state that there has been no part of that £6,000 ex- — Yes ; that was amended by another section, 
pended in compliance with the 29th section of the 1917. Do you take the two in connexion? — Yes. 
Act. There is no sewerage at all, the streets are not I want to state one or two facts. There are three 
even made, and there has been nothing done. streets in the vicinity of Grosvenor-street, Lady- 

1914. Can you say whether or not any application street, Ton-street, and Slate-street. In the first of 

has been made by the inhabitants of Ballynafeigh on these there are twenty-nine houses at present occupied, 
the subject? — I am not aware"; however, I have also in Ton-street there are fifteen, and in Slate-street 
to state that there are some very large buildings in fifteen houses occupied, and they are in a most de- 
the neighbourhood of Ballynafeigh that are very plorable condition ; there are no sewers in existence, 
badly off for sewerage. no paving and no channels — in fact they are in a 

1915. Isthere not sewerage there ? — There is none; most deplorable state. 

and the want of it is dangerous to the health of the 1918. Are there not channels? — No. 
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1919. Is there any flagging? — No. The only way 
the people have of passing from door to door is by a 
footway formed of cinders which the firemen throw out. 

1920. How long have these houses been inhabited ? 
— About a couple of years. They have all been built 
since 1865. 

1921. Have these streets been opened as a public 
thoroughfare ? — Yes. 

1922. Mr. Exham. — Who are the owners of that 
property? — The Grosvenor-street property is owned 
by Mr. Thomas Lawson Browne, who is a member of 
this council. 

1923. Is he the owner of these three streets? — Yes. 
He is also a member of the town improvement com- 
mittee. I next refer you to a property in Bally- 
macarrett. I visited four streets there last night, and 
found the lower part of Memel-street in a very bad 
condition. There are also Duncombe-street, and Lag- 
an-view-street, and Pancras-street, and they are in 
the same condition, they are perfectly impassable. 
You could not go through them without going into 
thirteen or fourteen inches of mud. 

1924. Are there any footpaths there? — Yes, but 
they are not completed — they are in the same state. 
It is almost impossible to pass over them. The curb- 
stones are laid down, but there is no paving yet, nor 
any sewerage that I am aware of. It may exist, and if 
so the surveyor can tell, but I do not know of it. 

1925. Who is the owner of the streets ? — I cannot 
say whether it belongs to one individual or not. The 
party budding there at present and who owns some of 
this street is Mr. Peter Quinn. He holds this property 
from Mr. John Brown who is the chairman of the 
town improvement committee. Mr. Quinn is not a 
member of the Council. Pancras-street runs off 
Memel-street. 

1926. Chairman. — How long have these streets 
been open to the public ? — I cannot say. 

1927. Twelve or six months ? — I cannot say ; there 
are people living in them now. 

1928. Are there any other streets there in that 
condition ? — These are the only ones. 

1929. Has any representation been made to the 
Town Council or the improvement committee, as to 
the condition of these streets ? — I am not aware that 
any complaint Inis been made about it. 

1930. Mr. Lawless. — Do you consider it is the 
duty of the Town Council to prevent these streets 
from being opened until they are finished ? — I do, 
and it is a duty imposed on them by the law. 

1931. Mr. Exham. — Does the sanitary officer go 
there to see after the condition of the place? — I do 
not. know, but it is the duty of the sanitary officer to 
make a search and see after such things. If he did 
go there he has not done anything to the place. 

1932. Are you satisfied with the arrangements of 
the town generally, as to the sanitary matters and 
the condition of the streets ? — Mr. Montgomery gave 
an explanation as to the town increasing so rapidly — 

' that they were not able to keep pace with the demand 
for houses, but if you refer to the 86th section of the 
Act of 1865, you will find that it is the duty of the 
owners of property to make all these improvements. 

1933. Upon an order from the Council ? — Yes ; 



and therefore it is the fault of the Council. My own Belfast. 
impression is that the remissness on the part of the Oec. jo. i876. 
Town Council is, because there are a certain number jj r 
of gentlemen on the improvement committee who are Morton, 
timber merchants and builders. 

1934. Mr. Lawless. — Are there many timber 
merchants and builders on the improvement com- 
mittee ? — Yes ; there were seven last year, and I 
believe the same number this year. 

1935. What is the number of the improvement 
committee ? — Fourteen Councillors and five Aldermen, 
and I think seven of these belong to the timber 
and building trade. 

1936. Chairman. — Is there any other point to which 
you wish to draw our attention with regard to the 
sanitary arrangement — any special complaint? — Of 
course, I would like to mention something about the 
Blackstaff. I reside in that neighbourhood, and I 
have to pass over it twice a day on the Cromac-street 
side, and sometimes more frequently for the last fifteen 
years, so that I have had a sufficient opportunity of 
seeing that river. I have heard numbers of people 
say they woidd visit the park but for the nasty smell 
that arises from the river — Ormeau Park I mean. I 
think it keeps people from visiting the park, and it is 
also injurious to the interest of property-holders in 
that neighbourhood, and the health of the people. 

1937. Does that state of the Blackstaff in your 
opinion prevent people from using Ormeau Park ? — 

Yes. There is another matter that I noticed in the 
evidence of Mr. Scott. In reply to a question from 
Mr. Exham, if the river was cleansed out occasionally, 
he said “ Yes ; frequently,” but I say that is not a fact. 

There is certainly what I may describe as a cess-pool 
immediately between what was the weir of an old mill 
and the paper-mill bridge, and perhaps once in the 
summer they put a number of navvies there and carry 
away a few loads of the stuff, but it is impossible to 
take anything out of the course of the river from that 
to the Dublin-road bridge on account of the great 
number of stones lying in the bottom of it, and there 
is nothing done with that portion of it. It would be 
a great deal better for them not to stir up the mud in 
the river ; they only make it worse while they are 
doing it. All the cleansing the liver gets is a mere 
bagatelle. 1 wish also to express my opinion to the 
same effect as the last witness as to the size of the 
wards. They are not equal, and a redistribution is 
most requisite and necessary. As Mr. Dinnen stated, 

I might as well contest a borough, or in fact some of 
the counties in Ireland as some of the wards here, on 
account of the great number of burgess in them. There 
is also another matter — Mr. Kennedy said that the 
salaries were not excessive, but in my opinion the 
salaries are much in excess of what they should be. 

I should say that one-half the present salaries would 
be sufficient, having regard to the way competent 
persons of the same class' are paid here. 

1938. Do you mean the salaries generally or any 
one in particular? — The salaries generally. They are 
on too high a scale. 

1939. Mr. Lawless. — Are you a member of the 
Town Council ? — I am happy to say I am not, as it at 
present exists, but I am a ratepayer. 



Mr. Robert Stewart examined. 



1940. Chairman. — You reside at 75, York-street, 
Belfast? — Yes. 

1941. Are you a ratepayer and burgess ? — Yes. 

1 942. What is your profession? — A licensed vintner. 

1943. Do you wish to say anything as to the mode 
in which the collectors perform their duties, or their 
mode of collection ? — Both ; but first I wish to say 
something with regard to the police force of Belfast. 

1944. Are you satisfied with the manner in which 
the police discharge their duties? — Yes, perfectly 
satisfied. I would not have them changed on any 
account, or put under the control of the corporation. 
I know, as a matter of experience, that when we had 
the police under their control, a great many of them 



were open to accept bribes and assist in many species 
of misconduct, and I know that the present Royal 
Irish Constabulary are a very superior body of men, 
and discharge them duty very efficiently, and are im- 
partially constituted of all sects. ■ I think that if the 
local police were again brought into Belfast they would 
be a partisan force, as they were before, instead of a 
police force. I think there is no evidence on record 
that Mr. Bailey ever refused to give assistance to the 
Corporation. My object in stating this is, in conse- 
quence of what was stated by Dr. Alexander, because 
I believe that what he said was a matter of animus. 

1945. What objection have you to the mode in 
which the collectors perform their duties? — The 

o 



Mr. Robert 
Stewart. 
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collectors are paid a per-centage on the collection 
of the rates ; that per-centage is excessive, for it 
enables them to employ deputies. In the ward for 
which I pay rates there is a person appointed collector 
who is an ex-member of the police force, and superan- 
nuated. He is appointed collector, and I think the 
only credentials he had was, that he was a member of 
the old local police. He is a man advanced in years, 
and I take it for granted he is unable to discharge the 
duties personally. 

1946. Why? — Because he employs a deputy. I 
have paid taxes to the Town Council for four or five 
years, and during the whole of that time Mr. Rankin, 
the collector appointed by the Town Council to collect 
them, never was in my house. I complained frequently 
to several members of the Corporation, and (hew their 
attention to this fact, but no redress followed. I 
think it is a great grievance that men should be paid 
large salaries for doing nothing but sitting in their 
chamber, not as tax collectors, but as tax surveyors. 

1947. Does he employ more than one person? — I 
only know of one who collects my rates. I am not 
speaking with any degree of personal knowledge, I am 
speaking of the ward in which I live. I believe that 
a similar system is adopted in at least two of the 
other wards. 

1948. I want to know whether it is one or more 
deputy he employs ? — It is one deputy. 

1949. Has that man, to the best of your know- 
ledge, always accounted for his receipts, or have you 
had any cause to complain ? — I think he is a most 
efficient collector. 

1950. It is not from any objection you have to the 
deputy that you complain ? — It is not. 

1951. Mr. Lawless. — How much does he receive? 
— In the Dock Ward the commission on the collections 
amounts to about £270. They get seven and a half 
per cent. 

1952. Chairman. — What is the name of the col- 
lector ? — George Rankin. I have just been informed 
that he was a member of the Royal Irish Constabulary. 
He pays out of the commission which he receives £60 
a year to this deputy. 

1953. Do you know that? — Yes. 

1954. From the man himself? — Yes. 

1955. Does that deputy give security? — No, he does 
not. Rankin is responsible to tire Corporation, and I 
believe enters into a bond for the due return of the 
moneys, but I hold that a collector should not be ap- 
pointed unless he is able to discharge the duties in 
person, and see that every person is properly registered 
on the burgess roll. I do not object to him. I object 
to the principle which enables him to employ a person 
as deputy by paying a larger salary than he is entitled 
to. I think it is calculated to lead to abuse. I was 
about to say that there is a system of disfranchising 
the people in Belfast carried on (I do not say deliber- 
ately carried on), but it results in disfranchising the 
people. The tax collectors allow persons to be too late 
in paying their- rates, and those persons are generally 
persons opposed to these collectors in politics, and I need 
hardly say here that these collectors are always ap- 
pointed through political influence exclusively. 

1956. Is that your opinion? — Yes ; and the opinion 
of many others. 

1957. Do you mean that they delay collecting the 
rates for a particular object ? — Yes; from some persons, 
and those persons are always opposed to voting in the 
direction of their masters. 

1958. Cannot those persons always pay or tender 
their rates ? — Yes ; but as a rule the people are not 
sufficiently versed in municipal matters to know that 
they will be disfranchised by not paying them in time. 
In Smithfield Ward last year there were a number of 
persons who were willing enough to pay their rates, 
and who were never asked for them until it was too 
late to enroll them on the burgess roll. I know as a 
matter of fact that upwards of 100 voters were dis- 
franchised. T was a candidate at the last Smithfield 
Ward for a town councillor, and the people who 



imagined they were on the roll complained very bitterly 
of this important fact, and I could, if necessary, bring 
up at least fifty people who could state that they were 
never asked for their rates. 

1959. Were those people of the poorer class ? — Per- 
sons in medium position. 

1960. Were they people of whom the collector could 
have no doubt? — They were people who were perfectly 
solvent. 

1961. I want to know if they were persons in the 
poorer classes and solvent? — There are many of the 
persons to whom I have referred that are very solvent. 

1962. Men whom the collectors would have no rea- 
son to be indulgent to, because they might not be able 
to pay ? — Not the slightest. , The municipal taxes, as 
far as I understand, must be paid on the 31st of August 
of each year. 

1963. Have you ever known an instance in which 
the collectors refused to receive the rates? — No, never. 
The next point to which I wish to refer is with regard 
to the mode and manner in which the costs of the 
town solicitor, and the several other solicitors employed 
by the Town Council, ai - e paid, and the manner in 
which the amount of their costs is ascertained. I wish 
to say that I was reading very carefully the report of 
the evidence given by Mr. Black. He said that he 
was paid no salary, and that his bill of costs were 
always taxed by the taxing master in Dublin, and that 
a solicitor who was only paid his taxed costs was cer- 
tainly not overpaid. Mr. Exham said he was well 
aware of that, but I will try to convince Mr. Exham 
that he is well paid. In the year 1873 Mr. Black’s 
taxed costs alone amounted to £2,605 13s. 9d. ; in 
the year 1874 to £1,705 13s. 9 d . ; and in 1875 (last 
year) to £1,261 9s. 5 d. Now, the ordinary ratepayer 
imagines that that is a very fair salary for a solicitor. 
In addition to that, Mr. Black has an extensive pri- 
vate practice ; he is permitted by the Corporation to 
have it, and he is also supplied with a suite of rooms, 
which are at least valued for £80 a year, being in the 
centre of the town, well ventilated, and capacious. 

1964. Are they in this building ? — Yes. He is also 
supplied with stationery free of charge, and everything 
considered it would be best that Mr. Black should be 
paid a fixed salary. I think that the better course 
would be that the Town Clerk should be a solicitor, 
and that he should conduct all the legal proceedings, 
and money would thus be saved for the ratepayers. I 
may also say for the information of the Commissioners 
that there are three solicitors employed by the Corpo- 
ration, the others being John Coulter, and James 
M'Lean, son to the sessional Crown solicitor; they 
each receive £150 annually. 

1965. Is that a salary from the Corporation ? — Y es 
I believe the town solicitor as town solicitor should 
discharge all those duties. I believe there should not 
be three solicitors. In the year 1875 (I think it was 
1875) Mr. M'Erlean preferred an indictment against 
the Corporation, and it must have appeared to Mr. 
Black and these two other gentlemen to be a very 
serious indictment, for they brought in a fourth soli- 
citor. This fourth solicitor defended the suit, and the 
three other gentlemen remained silent. 

1966. Mr. Exham. — When was that prosecution? — 
In December, 1875, before Mr. O’Donnell. The pro- 
secution was for opening a graveyard full of dead bones 
before Mr. M'Erlean’s door. The bill of costs simply 
says, “ bill of costs,” so much. 

1967. Do you mean Mr. Black’s costs? — I mean 
the account of the costs. 

1968. Do you think the particulars of the several 
items should be given? — I think the particulars should 
be given in every instance, of every class of items, in 
dealing with a company or a corporation We have 
no evidence to show that Mr. O’Rorke, who was called 
in by the three eminent solicitors, did not get paid out 
of the taxes of the town. If they stated that they 
paid hi m out of their own pockets the ratepayers 
would have been satisfied ; but if not, why should the 
Council pay liim for helping the other three. 
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1969. Do you think it is a thing that requires 
explanation on the face of the accounts? — Yes ; some 
particulars of the items of law costs should be set 
forth, so that there should be no mystery about them. 

1970. Did Mr. O’Rorke get them off? — It fell 
through. 

1971. Chairman. — Do you wish to say anyth ing with 
regard to the way in which the municipal elections are 
held in Belfast ? — I do. They are all presided over by 
Tory aldermen; there is very little else in the Corpora- 
tion now, except Mr. Bernard Hughes, and he is going 
very rapidly in that direction. I refer to the class of 
men who preside over elections in Belfast. The 
booths are so constructed that a portion of them is let 
off to Tory candidates — as for instance, in the case of 
the Smithfield Ward election. I was a candidate for 
one of the vacancies on the 25th November last, and 
there weretwo agents employed bymytwo opponents. I 
may state that I am a Presbyterian and Independent. 
There were four candidates in the field for two 
vacancies, Messrs. Haslett and Ewart my opponents, 
and also Mr. Rea; and I say that the booth was so 
constructed as to give an advantage to my opponents. 
When I entered it I found a large construction of 
wood in the form of a counter, and behind this counter 
were two agents of the Tory party. As each voter 
came in he was asked for his name by these men, and 
when he gave the desired information, he was given a 
ticket (the tickets were supplied by the Conservative 
candidates), on which was the number representing 
his name on the burgess roll. When they got this 
number, they were handed a paper on which was 
printed “Vote for Haslett and Ewart." 

1972. You say they were handed a voting paper 
on which it was suggested how they should vote ? — 
Yes ; it was a “ timely reminder.” Each voter as he 
came into the polling booth was handed this bill, and 
at the same time he was instructed to go inside and 
mark the voting paper. I remonstrated with the 
alderman, with regard to these men being permitted 
to remain there, and he was so extremely Tory (Mr. 
Bernard Hughes was the alderman) that he would not 
interfere. He refused to remove the agents from the 
polling booth, as he said he received Ms instructions 
from the town clerk. 

1973. Did he offer you any similar accommodation ? 
— He did not. He was not so generous. 

1974. Mr. Lawless. — Did he tell you he received 
his instructions from the town clerk? — Yes, and that 
he would not interfere. I should have stated that 
across the street from where the polling booth was 
situated tally rooms were taken by these candidates, 
and a regular system of communication was kept up 
between the agents who were behind the counter 
which I have already described and the persons across 
the street. 

1975. How ? — By means of messengers going across 
and giving the n ames of the persons who had voted. 



1976. Chairman. — Was word sent to the other side Belfast. 

how the polling was going ? — Yes ; as each person voted Dec. so. 187C. 
his name was struck off, and the information was sent Jlr R "^ rt 
to the tally rooms so that they knew who had not voted, Stewart, 
and messengers were sent to hunt up the other voters. 

I immediately proceeded to protest against the irre- 
gularity. 

1977. Did they offer any of these papers to any 
gentlemen whom you expected to vote for you? — 

Yes. I should say that Mr. Rea’s electoral friends 
and my electoral friends, though they never went to 
the tally rooms of our opponents at all were still handed 
the papers. I protested against this conduct, and 
pointed out to Mr. Hughes one or two sections of the 
Ballot Act, and he said I should put my objections on 
paper, and I did so, and retired from the election, and 
proceedings are now being taken to have the election 
declared null and void in the Queen’s Bench. I be- 
lieve all tMs trouble that I have been put to is in con- 
sequence of the officials of the Corporation (one or 
two of them) being active in conducting the election. 

1978. Will you name the officials to whom you 
refer ? — I include none individually, and I exclude 
none, because they are all one and the same. 

1979. Do you decline to mention names ? — I do. 

1980. You said one or two of the officials ? — Yes. 

1981. Are you tumble to individualise? — I could 
individualize remotely. 

1 982. What do you mean by individualize remotely ? 

— I decline to mention names. I believe it is not ad- 
visable at present. I could give names but I have 
reasons for not doing so, owing to a suit which I 
have pending in the Court of Queen’s Bench, with 
regard to this election, and mentioning the names now, 
which I could do now, might prejudice my proceed- 
ings iu that court, and for that reason I do not wish 
at present to mention the names. There is one tiling 
which I omitted to mention, and it is this — Mr. Black 
stated that his costs were taxed by the taxing master 
in Dublin. I am convinced from information wMch 
I received, and which I believe to be very reliable that 
that statement is not correct. I believe that costs 
were taxed by an official of this Corpoi-ation, and I 
think you should receive evidence on that point. 

1983. Can you specify the bills of costs? There 
should be no difficulty in seeing whether you are 
right or wrong. If you can give us the bills to wMch 
you refer the tiling can be cleared up in a moment? — 

I will do that. I intended to say there should be an 
increase in the number of wards, also how I think 
they should be divided. 

1984. That is a question entirely for the House of 
Commons and not for us. 

1985. Witness. — I see in the account — “Johns, 

Hewitts, and Johns, for taxing costs, ,£22 Is.”; “Samuel 
Black’s taxed costs, £957 15 s., and Johns, Hewitts, 
and Johns, for attending at the taxation of costs, 

£22 Is.” 



' Mr. Black recalled. 

1986. Mr. Lawless.— Were those costs taxed as attend on the part of the Corporation on the taxation 

between attorney and client ? — Yes. of those costs ? — Yes, and they reduced every item that 

1987. Were Johns, Hewitts, and Johns directed to they could. My costs were all duly taxed. 



December 21 , 1876 . 



Lee. 



21 , 1876 . 



Mr. Robert Stewart recalled. 



1988. Chairman. — What is the next point upon 
wMch you wish to give evidence? — There is just one 
alteration which I would like to make in my evidence 
of yesterday, and that is with regard to the rooms 
occupied by Mr. Black. I said that the Corporation 
allowed him free rooms, free gas, and free coal, and that 
the estimated value of these would be about £80 a 
year ; but I am now in a position to state, and also in 
a position to put it in writing, that the offices I have 
referred to would let at £200 per annum. I have also 
been informed that Mr. Black is the attorney for a 
building society, and that while being so he assisted in 



passing all plans for the erection of houses. I have 
been informed of that fact. 

1989. Mr. Lawless. — Can you mention any in- 
stance of his assisting to pass plans ? — No. 

1990. Chairman. — We have heard a good deal 
already about the paving of the streets. If you wish 
to mention anything with regard to that, you may as 
well do so now?— John-street, Berry-street, Little 
Donegall-street, Mustard-street, TJnibn-street, Wine- 
tavern-street, Smithfield-square, and many of the 
streets leading off the Shankill-road, which I need 
not mention, are paved with very large paving stones, 
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and are very uneven and unlevel, which causes large 
pools of water to collect in them, so that the people 
cannot possibly pass through these streets without being 
wet. In some places you would go knee-deep in them. 

1991. Are there any crossings in these streets 1 — No. 

1992. Are the footpaths paved! — They are paved 
with Kidney paving stones. In North-street and 
York-street there is a thick kerbstone on the footpaths. 
The street leading from the town hall here to Ami-street, 
j’esterday morning and this morning, has been a perfect 
sea of mud and dirty water, and I think that arises 
from the very imperfect surface drainage. 

1993. Are the street channels alongside the footpaths 
kept in good order 1 — There is an utter want of flag- 
ging, or paving either. In these streets that I lirst 
mentioned the traffic is impeded materially when laden 
carts pass through them. 

1994. Have those streets been long built! — They 

are the oldest streets in Belfast. The houses are very 
old. Frequent complaints have been made as to the 
state of these streets, and of the labour on hones in 
dragging laden carts over the boulder-like paving 
stones. The police office and the courts adjacent are 
in a bad condition owing to the state of the sewerage, 
and since they have been built a great deal of money 
has been spent in remodelling the buildings, which 
were onlyrecently erected ; with regard to the .Recorder’s 
court 

1995. That is a building we have already heard of ; 
the basement of which was flooded 1 — Yes ; I just wish 
in confirmation of what I say to draw your attention 
to a paragraph published in the Northern Whig ot the 
present month (handing in copy of the Northern 
Whig newspaper). 

199G. Mr. Lawless. — Is this about the prisoner who 
was nearly drowned in a pool of water when coming 
from jiis cell to stand his trial before the Recorder ? — 
Yes ; and I may say that the Recorder concurred with 
the remarks made on the occurrence by Mr. Rea. 

1997. Chairman. — You next wish to give evidence 
with regard to the conduct of the cashier 1 — I wish to ' 
say with regard to the cashier that he is a great poli- 
tical power in this Corporation. 

1998. How does he use that power ? — He assists 
directly and indirectly in the return of all the council- 
lors to the Corporation, and by reason of his political 
services, and in consequence of the action which he 
takes in election matters there is no'difficulty whatever 
in his managing to have his salary increased from time 
to time on such terms as he may think proper to put 
forward, and of which he thinks he requires to give 
only momentary notice. In confirmation of the truth 
of what I say I would call your attention to the follow- 
ing report published in the A' or them Whig on the 2nd 
February of the present year : — 

“ The Salaries Question. 

“ The town clerk read the minutes of the Council at which the 
salaries question was considered. The only alterations from the 
report presented on the 1st January was that the salary of Mr. 
Woods, the accountant, should be increased from £300 "to £350 
instead of £400, as originally proposed ; and the salary of Mr. 
Cobain, the cashier, from £220 to £300 instead of £350, as originally 
proposed. 

“ Mr. Thomas H. Browne moved the adoption of the minutes of 
Council iu committee, which were unanimously presented. 

“ Sir John Savage said there was no vote taken but they were not 

“ Mr. Rodgers seconded the motion. 

“ Mr. E. II. Thompson said he had a great objection to propose 
an amendment to anything done by the Council in committee, but 
he had been unavoidably absent from the meeting, and if present 
would have taken objection to part of what was done. He would 
move an amendment omitting that part of the report where it was 
proposed to reduce the increase of Mr. Wood's salary from £100 to 
£50. This increase was well considered in- the Finance Committee, 
and the Committee thought that, considering Mr. Woods was giving 
a six years' engagement £100 was only a fair increase. There were 
objections to other advances, hut there was none to that of Mr. 
Woods, and a compromise should not have been entered into preju- 
dicial to the interests of a valued officer. No officer in the Corpo- 
ration better deserved the increase than Mr. Woods. The Govern- 
ment auditor had often referred to the remarkably excellent manner 
in which the books were kept, and indeed they all knew this for 
themselves. 

“ Mr. R. Thompson seconded the amendment. 



“ Dr. Alexander said that if the matter was to be opened up for 
discussion, he would propose that no increase should be given for 
the present year. It was an invidious thing to propose that the 
salary of one officer should be raised to the amount origiually pro- 
posed and another not. 

“ Mr. Gaffigan was opposed to any increase of salary at present If 
the gentlemen who occupied their comfortable offices for a few hours in 
tlie day were aware of the difficulties business people had to contend 
with in paying the taxes they would not be shouting for big salaries. 
One of the officers iu particular (Mr. Cobain) had caused all this 
row and all these meetings with respect to salaries, and his qualifi- 
cations, except iu a political or electioneering point of view, did not 
justify his claim upon the Council. 

“ Mr. Gregg said this was now the fourth (lay they had had this 
question before them. Mr. Galiigan had mentioned about Mr. Cobain, 
but in what other Corporation was the accouatant paid higher than 

“ Mr. Haslett said that if they postponed the matter for a year 
they would be in a better position to consider it. 

“ Sir John Savage would avail himself of the opportunity of 
saying a word or two ou the subject. He regretted that Mr. E. II. 
Thompson had not seen his way to fall in with the views of the 
Council in committee, but, notwithstanding, nothing had been said 
to alter the opinion that he had taken upon this matter. He agreed 
with Mr. Haslett that salaries should be raised gradually instead of 
in a hop-step-and-jump manner, giving £80 or £100 increase at 
once. Auy gentleman who thought himself under-paid had nothing 
to do but send in his resignation (hear, hear) ; but he dicl not know 
that a single one of these gentlemen were under-paid. Ou the con- 
trary, they were paid up to the full capacity of tlieir ability ; but 
he was willing, for the sake of peace, to agree to a compromise. 
Mr. Cobain, lie had heard, had stated that he (Sir John) had shown 
great ingratitude, as he (Mr. Cobain) had put him into the Council 
the last time lie stood for election. He gave that an unqualified 
contradiction. He would be ashamed to be a nominee of Mr. 
Cobam or of any man (hear, hear). He stood there as an indepen- 
dent man, and no man was more so than Sir John Savage. He had 
been independent all his life, and never was a nominee. That man 
that he put into the Council having the idea to vote against him — 
the man who makes Town Councillors and Aldermen — to stand up 
and oppose him when lie comes for an increase of salary. How 
could a nuui who was offered £80 of an increase say he was treated! 
badly? He did not want to be severe (laughter), but he had not • 
exhausted ilia treasury of implements, and would just say to every 
man in the Treasury to act independently. 

“ Mr. Thompson’s amendment was then put, and lost by a. 
majority of twenty to seven.” 

The rates are principally misappropriated by reason of 
these large salaries. I say the salaries of the officials 
are tremendously in excess of what they ought to be 
paid. I say there are two exceptions, and those two 
are the town clerk and the clerk of markets. I think 
the salaries of these officials are not excessive, because 
their duties are onerous and intricate. These are the 
only two that meet with general approval outside this 
hall. The accountant has £300 a year, and there is 
no accountant in Belfast, or in any of the Councillors’ 
offices, who has more than £150 a year that I am 
aware of. I say his salary ought to be £150 a year. 
I say it is one-half too much. There are also five 
apprentices of the Town Council, all of whom get £40 
a year, and I consider that too much. 

1999. Do they not begin at £20, rising up to £40 ! 

— I say they should begin at £10 a year, and be raised 
£5 eacli year. With regard to the salary of Mr. 
Conway Scott 

2000. He is the executive sanitary officer ! — He is. 
I say his salary is excessive, and that he is not com- 
petent for the office. 

2001. Is not his salary approved of by the Local 
Government Board! — Yes ; but I say the Local 
Government Board approve of many things they 
should not. Any recommendation of the Town 
Council is sure to meet their approval. This Mr. 
Scott used to measure gravel on the roadside and was 
not a proper person to he appointed as executive 
sanitary officer of a place like Belfast. With regard 
to the appointment of Dr. Browne ; he is a magistrate 
and was once a member of this Corporation, and 
mayor of Belfast. His appointment was made when, 
he was at the same time resigning his position as 
honorary physician for the Belfast Royal Hospital in 
consequence, as he said (and as persons then present 
heard him state), of advanced years and declining 
health. I say therefore his appointment was very 
unsuitable and improper, and I am in a position to 
state that an efficient consulting sanitary officer can 
be obtained here for £100, instead of £300 a year. 

2002. Was not Dr. Browne’s salary also approved 
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of by the Local Government Board 1 — That makes no 
matter. The taxpayer ultimately pays it. In the 
year 1875, I find the sum of £124 2s. 2d., expended 
in cleansing, painting, and gas supplied to the Albert 
Memorial. My objection is that the amounts are 
excessive. Mr. Fitzpatrick’s charge is £25 for 
cleaning the statue, and Mr. J. Lynn, for reporting 
on repairs, the sum of £15 15s. I say that no Cor- 
poration should have sanctioned the passing of that 
£15 15s. for -work that any ordinary individual would 
have done for £1. 

2003. Do yon know Mr. Lynn ? — No I never heard 
of him before. The charge is nearly as much as that 
of the man who did the work. Then there is £20 for 
keeping the clock in order, and I say that is a waste 
of money. The clock may be of use in the daytime, 
but at night it is of no earthly use, unless you are 
standing in the street beside it. There is £71 12s. Sd. 
worth of giis yearly consumed in illuminating it, which 
was money thrown away, considering you cannot see 
it at any distance. In the year 1874 there is charged 
for the removal of the Earl of Belfast’s statue, 4s. Sd. 
for candles and some other items. You will observe 
that they had to remove the statue after dark for fear 
of the gentlemen of the Pound who might very likely 
attack it. For the removal of the statue itself 
£5 15s. Gd. is charged. 

2004. Did not Lord Donegal pay all the expense 
of that? — If he paid it, why should we be charged, 
as we are in the accounts. 

2005. But you will see from the other side of the 
account, that Lord Donegal paid more than was ex- 
pended ? — Then I think it was unfair for them to 
receive more than they paid. This expenditure with 
regard to the Albert Memorial, and the Statue of the 
Earl of Belfast, I contend the Belfast Corporation 
should never havo incurred, and I say that the rates 
were misappropriated, because these statues were put 
up to perpetuate the memories of men whose opinion 
the majority of the ratepayers did not agree with ; 
that they should not be supported with public contri- 
butions, and that they should not be cleansed, repaired, 
&c., at the expense of the ratepayers. I say that the 
charge upon these statues was a useless expenditure of 
money. I complain of large sums of money being 
charged under the head of sundries. I think it is 
calculated to mislead. If sums to the extent of £2,000 
or £3,000 are paid away, I say that the persons receiv- 
ing the payments should be specified distinctly in 
writing and in printing, and also what the payments 
were for, and that these payments should not be set 
forth in ylobo. 

2006. Do you mean to say that the accounts as 
published do not give sufficient information to the 
ratepayers ? — I do ; and I also say that items appear 
here and there through the entire reports setting forth 
bulk sums for wages and carting, and that it is a 
system of book-keeping which is at the least open to 
suspicion. 

2007. Do you not know that those accounts are 
audited by the Government Auditor. These items 
appear before hhn, and any ratepayer can attend the 
audit and make any complaint he may have ? — That is 
quite true; but sometimes it is not convenient to 
attend. We have an instance of the Government 
Auditor passing sums he should never have passed if 
he had known his business. 

2008. Mr. Lawless. — I understand you to mean 
that the accounts submitted every year to the auditor 
should be full accounts and not abstracts of the 
accounts ? — Yes. 

2009. Chairman. — Are there not full accounts 
submitted to the auditor? — There may be; but my 
argument is that they should be published, and 
furthermore, I wish to state that the receipt which 
every ratepayer receives on the payment of his annual 
taxes should distinctly set forth all the items which he 
pays for. It should be set forth more distinctly. 
Coming under the head of general purposes rates, 
people do not know what they are paying for at all. 



2010. I would next refer you to an item of £66 2s. Gd. Belfast. 

which appears in the expenditure side of the police Dea - - 1 . 18:o - 
fund, for the year 1873. “ Mr. James Henry, cauo- Mr Rohert 

pies for courts and repairs to robing rooms.” Stewart. 

2011. Do you object that he was then a member of 
the Town Council at the time ? — Yes ; and is still. 

Then there is £127 10s. 9<f. for cleansing the Black- 
staff, and I think you have sufficient evidence before 
you to show that it lias not been yet cleansed, and 
that that money has been uselessly expended. In the 
same year (the year ending 31st August, 1873), 

£48 5s. 3d. has beeu spent for the cleansing of the 
Blaekstaff. In the year 1874, I also find that Mr. 

James Henry has been paid the sum of £87 6s. Gd. 
for building and materials. I observe by the list of 
expenditure published in the year 1873, that this item 
appears in the miscellaneous account. “ Cost of erec- 
tion of platform in the Botanic Gardens, on the occasion 
of the knighting of the mayor and chairman of the 
Harbour Commissioners, £8 16s. 5 d." It is not said 
to whom it is paid. 

2012. Do you object to it as being an improper 
chai’ge on the rates? — Yes ; and if it is a proper charge, 
that the name is not given of the person to whom the 
account was paid. 

2013. Did you or anyone else appear before the 
auditor to object to these items ? — I did not appear, 
nor anyone else on my behalf, but surely the auditor 
should have disallowed them himself. I have only 
seen them a very short time ago, when I commenced 
to look into these matters, with a view to hills in- 
quiry, but when I saw it I thought there was some- 
thing wrong. I would state, with regard to the 
publishing of the book of expenditure and receipts, 
that I suppose there are not fifty ratepayers in Belfast, 
outside the town hall, who know that such a book is 
published yearly. I think a public notice should be 
placed in different parts of the town, saying that that 
book is published yearly, and can be obtained on the 
payment of Is. I went into the office last year, and 
asked the town clerk to show me the minute-book, 
and after he had showed it to me he came forward and 
said I should have to pay Is. for looking at the 
book. He said this just as I was getting the informa- 
tion I wanted. I thought the proceeding was very 
queer. 

2014. Mr. Lawless. — That contract with Mr. 

Henry bears date 4th Januaiy, 1873. Do you object 
to the amount that was paid to him? — The contract 
was paid when he was a member of the town council, 

— the payment was made for that contract within 
two months after that date. I believe that Mr. Harvey, 
who was a town councillor, made an award with re- 
garcl to the payment of the amount, and this award 
and this payment were both made when Mr. Henry 
was a town councillor. 

2015. What sum was paid under that award? — I 
think it is £87 6s. GtZ. 

2016. Chairman. — I find “ J. Henry for building, 

&c., £87 6s. Gd. — charged to the police fund account”? 

— In the year 1874 a sale of the surplus grounds at 
the pork-market took place. Messrs. Archer and Sons 
prepared plans for it, and I find charged in this 
account — Messrs. Archer and Sons, £9 10s. Gd., “for 
plans of the surplus grounds at the pork-market.” 

(This is in the police fund account.) There were 
two sums of £21 each paid to William Hastings and 
George M'Auliffe for a valuation of the ground. Mr. 

Black’s law costs in connexion with the sale of the 
ground were £78 5s., and £33 Is. 2d. is charged for 
advertising it for sale. 

2017. What is the total amount? — £162 16s. Sd. 

2018. Do you know ’if any of these items were 
objected to before the auditor? — I am not sure. 

2019. Not to your knowledge ? — Not to my know- 
ledge, but I now say that the amount paid to Messrs. 

Archer and Sons for preparing the plans was uselessly 
expended, there being a surveyor and an assistant 
surveyor for the borough of Belfast paid an annual 
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salary for doing such work as this, and I say they 
ought to have prepared the plans of this ground. 

2020. In the year 1874, under the General Pur- 
poses Fund, I find Mr. Luke M'Cassey, civil engineer, 
“ for plans of reclamation of slob lands and general 
drainage plans ” paid £140, and Mr. Mackinnon, for 
plans, £27 4s. Now, I say that our two survej'ors 
should have prepared the plans, and saved the town 
that sum of £167 4s. I think you will find, from 
Mr. Simms’ report on the audit, that no objection 
could be possibly taken before him to the conduct of 
the corporation. The report is of the most adulatory 
character, and is so complimentary to everyone, I wish it 
could be put on the notes of this inquiry, and placed be- 
fore the select committee of the House. In the years 
1872, 1873, 1874, and 1875, we have sums of money paid 
to Alderman Henderson for printing and advertising. 

2021. Was he an alderman in those years 1 — Yes. 

2022. Was that paid for advertising in the A’ews 
Letter ? — Yes; while, he was alderman; and you will 
understand me as objecting to the amount charged by 
him as being in excess of that which is charged by the 
other three newspapers. Workmen’s wages also ap- 
pear here and there and everywhere in the books, and 
whether or not such wages are paid is a matter for 
the auditor ; but I say there is no regularity in the 
way of keeping the books, and that they are open to 
suspicion. With regard to the law costs for the year 
1873, under the head of “ General Purposes Fund,” I 
find that Mr. William Kisbey, with respect to the 
claims for malicious injuries, for professional services 
rendered, is paid £120 15s., and to Mr. M'Clean, 
solicitor, £10 12s., and to Messrs. Johns, Hewitt and 
Johns, £22 Is. ; and then there is an item for “sundry 
persons for damage done to then- property, £3,777 
1 Is. 8cZ.” I say that such an enormous sum of money 
should not be set forth under the head of “ sundry 
persons,” but the names of the persons and the sums 
of money paid to them should be given. 

2023. And the amount claimed by each individual ? 
— Certainly ; and I hold that the pex-sonal services of 
Mr. Kisbey were not required, for we have a town 
solicitor, who, according to evidence as yet uncoutra- 
dicted, is worth £3,000 or £4,000 a year. 

2024. Did not the claims amount to £14,000 or 
£15,000, and were they not reduced to £3,7771 — 



Yes. I say that these particular claims should be 
heard before a judge and not before the Corporation. 
These were claims arising out of party riots, and should 
not have been adjudicated upon by the Corporation 
and paid for by them. Latterly the Corporation have 
allowed a number of individuals to erect expensive 
stalls in the public streets, which are decked with 
iiashy sign-boards. 

2025. What are they? — They are called “ Irish 
Temperance League coffee stands." 

2026. Are they an obstruction to the footway 1 

They are erected by the consent of the Corporation, 
several of whom are members of that association. 
There is one of them erected in Police-square, and I 
say that they are erected with the view to monopolize 
the commercial enterprise of taxpayers who keep hotels 
and lodging houses, and pay very huge taxes. People 
go in there and get a cup of coffee, hut it is not so 
much harm to the inn-keepers as to the common 
lodging-house keepers. 

2027. Do people sleep in these stalls 1 — I do not 
know ; they seem to be of mysterious construction. 
They provide food at a much cheaper rate than the 
lodging-house keepers, and the association can dangle 
a purse of £5,000 in the eyes of the ratepayers and say 
that they do not care. 

202S. Are they an obstruction ? — They are, most 
unquestionably, and they have no right to bo there at 
all. Several prosecutions were instituted within the 
last three or four months by the police regarding the 
sale of oranges and apples on the public highways, 
and it was proved in evidence that these were injurious 
to the interests of the fruiterers, and the magistrates 
convicted the street sellers. 

2029. Mr. Mack . — They have only one stall in the 
town, and it is a temporary erection, that can be 
removed at any time. 

2030. Mr. Stewart . — With regard to the Recorder’s 
Court, I agree with every sentiment expressed yester- 
day by Mr. Dinnen. We have a clerk of the peace 
who pockets about £100 a year on an average for 
licensing applications. 

2031. Mr. Exham. — I find on looking at the book 
that the items of compensation for malicious injury in 
the accounts appear to have been gone into most 
minutely by Mr. Simms, the auditor. 



Mr. John 



Mr. John Brown examined. 



2032. Chairman. — Are you chairman of the town 
improvement committee? — Yes. There were some 
statements affecting me made in evidence on the pre- 
vious day to which, in justice to myself, I wish to 
refer. It was stated by Mr. Morton that four streets 
in Ballyznacarrett — namely, the lower part of Memel- 
street, D uncome-street, Lagan-view-street, and Pancras- 
street, were in a very bad state, some of them being 
quite impassable from mud ; and that Mr. Peter 
Quinn, who was building there, held the property from 
Mr. John Brown, the chairman of the improvement 
committee. Now, I wish to say that Mr. Peter Quinn 
does not hold the property under me. It does not 
belong to me. Mr. Quinn took a number of acres 
from Mr. Corry, one of the members for the town, and 



under his arrangement Mr. Quinn was himself to 
make these streets. It is a filled-up street — filled up 
slob ground, and it takes time to consolidate such 
ground ; so that if the improvement committee made 
Mr. Quinn finish it at once it would sink, and they 
would have to put stuff on it afterwards. Therefore 
they have to wait for a little time until it is properlv 
formed. These streets referred to are no thoroughfare. 
If you walk a little way onwards you would go into 
the tide. They are only part of the way built upon. 
I do not think there is one of the houses quite finished 
or occupied yet. 

2033. Mr. Morton . — Certainly there are. In Lower 
Memel-street, Duncome street, &c., there are houses 
occupied. 



Mr. Joseph G. 
Biggar, M.p. 



Mr. Joseph G. Biggar, m.p., examined. 



2034. Chairman. — Are you a resident and rate- 
payer in Belfast ? — Yes ; and I have been a member 
of the Town Council and Water Board, and I read 
some reports in the newspapers after I left it about 
the meetings of the Town Council, by which it ap- 
peared that the Town Council officials were recom- 
mending that the Water Board should be amalgamated 
with the Town Council. I have had considerable per- 
sonal experience in both of these boaixls, and' I thought 
it was only right I should give my opinion on the 
subject of the amalgamation, and show in what respect 
it differed from that of Mr. Black. He said (I think 
it was Mr. Black said it) that there was a very mate- 
rial conflict of interest betvfeen the Water Commis- 



sioners and the Town Council about several matters, 
and he specified one or two. One was this question of 
the price of watering the streets. That was the prin- 
cipal point, but in my opinion it is too small an issue 
to raise in any inquiry of this sort. However, 
there was a reason why the Water Commissioners 
were not able to act as liberally in the matter as 
they will be able to do in time to come, from 
the inadequacy of their supply of water, owing 
to the increase of the population, and to the limited 
extent of their borrowing powers for providing 
a sufficient supply. The result was that the original 
calculations of the engineers were upset, and the Water 
Commissioners were not able to give the additional 
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supply and at the same time sell the water at a more 
liberal price. Since the Act of 1874 was passed their 
powers are extended, and they will be able to give a 
larger supply and to lower the price. In addition to 
that there is another point to which I wish to refer. 
The Corporation wanted the water for the purpose of 
watering the streets always at the time it was scarce. 
Now, at this time of the year, the water is running 
to the sea. They would gladly give the water at much 
less than id., but in the summer time they should 
get a higher price. Thera is always a risk that the 
manufacturers would need a supply. I think that 
upsets the argument made use of with regal’d to 
the question of the conflict of iuterests between the 
Town Council and the Water Board — and on which we 
have had a good deal of controversy in the newspapers 
and during the time I was on both boards 

2035. Were you on both at once ? — Yes ; there was 
also more or less trouble in supplying water in the 
case of fires ; but there were two parties concerned, 
and when you have one set of men watching another 
set of men you are very likely to find where the 
fault was. Each one set out where he thought the 
blame was, and the result was that the public got at 
where really the bona fide fault was. 

2036. Where did you come to the conclusion the 
fault was ? — I think more or less on both sides. Of 
course this took place some years ago. Mr. Reilly’s 
complaint was that the Water Commissioners’ men 
did not go to open the plugs. He ought to know 
where they were as well as the Water Commissioners’ 
men. 

2037. We have heard that they are working well 
enough at present 1 — Mr. Black said, in his evidence, 
that this controversy took place some three years ago 
and that the two boards should be amalgamated. 

2038. The real grievance complained of was that 
two boards should have a right to open up the streets, 
that two jurisdictions should be over the streets. He 
said they were working harmoniously together now t 
— It is strange I did not take notice of that in Mr. 
Black’s evidence ; but after all, the matter you refer to 
would not, I think, be of sufficient importance to bring 
about such an issue. As well as I remember the Water 
Commissioners opened a street when they required to 
do so, and they closed it up in a temporary way, and 
then gave notice of the matter to the Town Council 
who, I suppose, were paid the amount of their claim, 
so that I do not think that reason sufficient for what 
was proposed. Thei’e was another question raised by 
Mr. Black not in connexion with the water board, 
and really I would be disposed to take a very different 
view of it. He said there was no reason why the 
Harbour Commissioners and the Town Council should 



not be joined. I do not know if this question about the 
Harbour Board exactly comes within jour province, 
but I wish to state one matter about it. There is a very 
material conflict between the Harbour Board and the 
Town Council on one point, and it is a most serious 
matter for Belfast. It is with regard to the outlet 
for the sewage, and it was referred to by Dr. 
Alexander. We have had a great number of com- 
plaints here, and before the inquiry ends you will 
have more about the defective state of the sewage of 
Belfast. There is a great difficulty in getting a proper 
outlet for the sewage, and this is a vital question — 
much more serious than that of the price of water, 
&c., and with the view to having a proper outlet I 
would hazard the opinion that it would be desirable 
the two Boai’ds should be joined. The question is — 
how is it to be done 1 That is — how are you to get 
rid of the sewage ? 

2039. I have already said that the question of the 
Blackstaff being a nuisance is proved beyond all 
doubt, and we have had several schemes laid before 
us to remedy the evil, but we are not here to determine 
between rival schemes — it is not a question for us. 
We will take a note of your opinion, that with the 
view to having a proper outlet for the Blackstaff, 
the Town Council and the Harbour Board should be 
amalgamated. 

2040. Witness . — I do not wish to raise any rival 
scheme. I am in favour of a thorough scheme of 
reform for the sewage and not for one of those tem- 
porary remedies. They paid too much for the gas- 
works. It was a dear bargain. i think if the gas- 
works were not in the hands of the Corporation now 
we would have gas at a lower price than we are 
paying for it. With regard to the houses being 
occupied when the streets were not paved and sewered, 
I may say that there are many such places. I know 
that the excuse of Mr. Montgomery is that the in- 
crease in the number of streets is so large that it 
could not be kept pace with, and I think it is not a 
very unreasonable excuse after all. On the very 
important question raised here by Dr. Dorrian, about 
the grave-yard, I may say that the opinions and 
wishes of a large portion of the population of Belfast 
were not considered or consulted at all, but were set 
aside altogether. The Roman Catholics were all of 
the bishop’s opinion, but the members of the Town 
Council being all Protestants, except one or two, they 
set the opinion of Dr. Dorrian and the Roman 
Catholics of Belfast at defiance. The laws of the 
Roman Catholic Church could not by any possible 
means be carried out, because of the decision come to 
by the Town Council. 



Dr. Michael R. O’Malley examined. 



2041. Chairman. — Do you reside in the Ballyna- 
feigh district ? — I reside in the town. 

2042. You wish to give us some evidence with re- 
gard to the sewerage of the Ballynafeigh district ? — • 
Yes. 

2043. We heard yesterday that the sewerage there 
is very imperfect?— Yes. I am physician to the 
Nazareth convent there. 

2044. Will you state shortly the evidence you wish 
to give as physician to that convent ? — As a matter 
which concerns the public health, and at the request 
of the superioress of the convent, I want to say some- 
thing about the defective state of the sewerage. The 
convent, until about twelve months ago, was a private 
residence. Now there are between sixty and one 
hundred inmates in it, and the tank into which the 
sewerage flow's is merely a cesspool. 

2045. Was the house made originally for a private 
family ? — Yes. 

2046. Is the tank large enough now when there 
are so many inmates in the convent? — No; and the 
consequence is, that there is a frequent overflow from 
it, as there is no main sewerage in the neighbour- 



hood, and it endangers the health of the people very 
much. 

2047. Is there not any main sewerage there? — 
There is no main sewerage into which they can drain. 

2048. Have you inspected it yourself i— Yes, I saw 
the cesspool. 

2049. Can you state that it is very prejudicial to 
the health of the inmates of the convent ? — Certainly. 

2050. And also to the immediate neighbourhood 1— 
Yes. This convent is established for the reception of 
old infirm people, and young children who are orphans, 
foundlings, and incurables of all creeds. 

2051. Have you ascertained for yourself that there 
is no means of connexion with any public sewer in 
the neighbourhood ? — I have done that. I have made 
inquiries about it, and there is no main sewer with 
winch a connexion could be made. 

2052. Has any representation been made by the 
superioress of the convent, or by anyone on her behalf, 
to the borough surveyor on the subject? — Yes ; I have 
it from the superioress that a communication was 
made, and that Dr. Browne was out there ; I am not 
certain, but I think the surveyor was there also. 



BELFAST. 

Mr. Joseph G. 
Bigger, ii.p. . 



Dr. Michael 
I!. O'Malley. 
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2053. Did Dr. Browne inspect the place? — Yes. 

2054. Mr. Exham. — Has anything been done since 
that? — No. 

2055. When did Dr. Browne go there ? — I do not 
know the exact day. 

2056. Was it within the last few months? — Yes. 
There is also the Magdalene A sylum on the other side 
of the road, and a number of private houses that are 
similarly inconvenienced. 



2057. Chairman. — Do they also complain of the 
want of sewerage? — Yes. 

2058. Have they cesspools? — No, I think not. 

2059. How do they dispose of tlieir sewerage? I 

think there are no cesspools. I think it is removed 
from time to time. 

2060. You only speak of what you believe to be a 
fact ? — No ; I know of one house I am positively 
certain about. 



Dempsey. 



Mr. James Dempsey examined. 



2061. Chairman. — What material points are there 
to which you wish to direct our attention ? — Upon 
the question of expenditure. I don’t think the im- 
provements in the town are at all commensurate 
with the money they have cost, and I consider that the 
salaries paid to our officers are altogether too high. 
For instance, our borough surveyor is now paid £650 a 
year, while in 1865 he had £300 ; and the assistant 
surveyor who had originally £100 is now paid £275. 

2062. Do you think that the increase in the salaries 
is more than commensurate with the increased work i 
— Yes. The borough surveyor lias now a large staff 
and two assistant surveyors, and the Act only contem- 
plated his having one. Thei - e is the surveyor of liigli- 
ways, and a clerk in the surveyor’s office, and a large 
staff, all paid very high salaries. 

2063. What staff has he except his assistants and 
the labourers who receive weekly wages '? — They are 
put down as weekly wages, but I think they are very 
fair salaries. For instance, you have the weekly sal- 
aries of the inspectors — Bradley, £3 10s. ; James 
Donnelly, £2 ; George Zachary, £2; Samuel M'Kenny, 
£1 16s. 

2064. Are not these men all employed for scaveng- 
ing purposes ? — They are not. 

2065. At what work are they employed from time 
to time? — I do not know. 

2066. At what are they employed, Mr. Black ? — 
Mr. Black — The workmen vary, but those men are 
inspectors and do not vary ; they are permanent ; they 
are foremen. 

2067. Witness. — But my observations do not apply to 
these men, but to the salaries of the superior officers. 

2068. Would you specify whose salary is excessive ? 
— I think the salary of the borough surveyor is veiy 
excessive. The surveyor of buildings of Customs Board, 
in London, receives only £500 a year, and of the In- 
land Revenue Department, London, £400 per annum. 
Taking the capabilities of those officers into account, 
I think our borough surveyor is greatly overpaid. 
Indeed I think that the whole of the superior corporate 
offi cem are overpaid. 

2069. Are their duties similar to those gentlemen 
you have named ? — I should say that the duties of the 
London officers are more onerous. 

2070. Have you any special knowledge as to what 
the duties of the borough surveyor are ? — I think it 
should be much loss critical supervising the plans of 
small houses than performing the duties which those 
officers in London whom I have named have to dis- 
charge. In 1865 the salaries in the borough surveyor’s 
office here amounted to £605, while in 1875 they were 
£1,657. There might be some exception taken to 
that, because in the borough surveyor's list of salaries 
that I have before me, Mr. DeCobaine’s is included. 
I have also included the officer employed in the sani- 
tvry department in the £1,657. Mr. DeCobainein 
1865 received £75 per annum ; in 1875 he was re- 
ceiving £300. I think that is excessive. 

2071. Is he in the same department now that he 
was in at that time ? — No j but he is classed with the 
salaries. The fire brigade in 1865 cost £866, and in 
1875, £1,451. I think the increase of salaries has 
been the principal increase of the cost of that depart- 
ment also. 

2072. Oan you give me the number of new houses 
built in Belfast during the last ten years ? — I cannot ; 
but there is not so much difficulty in passing plans for 
new houses ; they are generally passed in batches. I 



don't think many of them are ornamental, and many 
of them have been built on sod without any proper 
foundation for them. 

2073. Has the work of the fire brigade been heavy? — 
Fires have not increased very much, I am happy to 
be able to say. The accountant’s salary appears to 
have increased very much. His salary at present is 
£350. I think that is very much in excess of what 
it ought to be. I think that looking at the state of 
things that is now prevailing it would seem that the 
officials first appear to have got then- salaries increased, 
and then they require to have assistants. I question 
very much whether there is much more done in some 
departments than signing letters, they have so many 
assistants. 

2074. Then you complain not only of the increase 
of the salaries but of the increase of the staff? — I do ; 
I think the .whole thing could be done much more 
economically than it is. I think the work of the staff is 
veiy light. The total list of salaries is about £10,967. 

2075. Does that not include wages? — No ;it does not. 

2076. Does it include the salaries of the gasworks 
officers ? — Yes. 

2077. But that is altogether distinct? — I think that 
there is no more work in both departments than there 
is in the Customs Department of Belfast, which employs 
gaugers, landing officers, and others, and I think they 
ought to be better paid than the corporate officer’s. 

2078. Have you compared these salaries with those 
paid in any other municipal borough. Do you find the 
same proportion of salaries paid elsewhere? — I have 
not been able to do that, but I have compared them 
with the public service, and I find they are in excess 
of that. There is, for instance, the salary of an officer 
who has been recently appointed, Dr. Hodges, the 
borough analyst. He receives £150 per annum, and 
yet he charges £30 for materials. 

2079. Has he been appointed under the recent Act 
of Parliament? — Yes. 

2080. Do you complain of that amount as excessive ? 
— I think so ; I especially complain of the £30 for 
materials in addition to his large salary. 

20S1. Is not that also submitted to the Local 
Government Board? — I suppose so. His first report 
showed that he had analysed twenty-eight samples. 
I have estimated that they should not cost more than 
10s., and I think that £30 is decidedly excessive. 

2082. Mr. Black. — That amount is charged for 
retorts and things of that kind. The money was for 
utensils, and, I think, the town should pay for them. 

2083. Dicl you ever object to these things before the 
auditor ? — We never heard that there was such a thing 
as printed accounts. 

2084. But you knew there was a public audit ? — We 
know nothing of that. We have no information on 
that subject. 

2085. Are not the public newspapers open to every- 
one ? — It is not published in the newspapers I say. 
I think if we had some representation on the Council 
we would know more of these matters. It appears 
that the paper it is published in — though a valuable 
paper in the evening — is not published until after the 
people have gone home. 

2086. Does not the auditor publish it in more 
than one paper ? — I do not think he does, and I do 
not think that it is for the purposes of inquiry 
that any publication is made. I. think the salary of 
the present town clerk is an excessive one. From 
£350 in 1865 it was increased to £450, and now it 
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is £600. I understand lie does not approve of t-lie 
principle of employing apprentices. 

2087. There is no obligation on the auditor to pub- 
lish a notice of the holding of his audit, but do not 
the Corporation publish the notice of his audit in the 
newspapers 1 — I do not think the ratepayers know 
anything about it. I object to the number of appren- 
tices, and the rate at which they are paid. I 
think the superintendent of the fire brigade receives 
too much salary. It is at present £250, and I think 
his qualifications have been derived from his having 
been a fireman. I object to these officers being paid 
so high out of the rates of the town when officers of 
the public departments are not paid anything like 
the same salaries. There has been a great deal of 
congratulation about the gas question, but I don’t 
think it was stated that the cost of lighting has con- 
siderably increased. With coals about the same price 
we had gaslight in 1S65 at about 3a. 9 d. per thou- 
sand, whereas we now pay 3s. 1 1 d. Up to very re- 
cently we got it from the gaslight company for 3s. !)<?. 
I object to the commission charged for the collec- 
tion of the gas rants as being too high, and I also 
object to a reduction being made in the price of gas to 
large consumers. I think there should be a discount 
given to those who pay in proper time, but not an ex- 
cessive discount. I would allow a discount for prompt 
payment, but not twenty per cent, to large consumers. 
I object to allowing anything over two and a half per 
cent., and that only for payments •within a month’s 
time. I think the salaries paid in the department of 



the gas works will prevent a reduction in the price 
of gas to the proper standard. The manager gets 
£600 a year, and the assistant manager, £250 — it 
costs £850 for the management of the gasworks. 

2088. Mr. Exham. — W hat did he get from the com- 
pany before ? — I am sure the salaries have been in- 
creased, but I don’t know how much. The manager’s 
office costs £1,295 per annum, and the salary of the 
cashier is almost equal to that of any collector of cus- 
toms in any port — £500 a year. The salaries of the 
clerks are as high as staff officers of the army. I also 
objectto the erection of a temperance league coffee stand 
in the public street. 

2089. What is your business ? — I am a vintner and 
wholesale spirit dealer. I consider that these temper- 
ance league people are organizing a crusade against the 
traders to which I belong, and it is not fair for the 
Corporation to assist a body agaiust a section of the 
trading community, either by advertising or otherwise. 

2090. Do you consider that the coffee-house where 
it now stands is an obstruction to the public thorough- 
fare '? — Most certainly ; there was a passage way for 
carts where it now stands, and there is not one now. 
What I object to is that this is probably only the be- 
ginning of many of them. My principal object in 
giving this evidence with regard to the salaries is, that 
at the veiy last meeting of the Corporation there was 
notice given for a further increase of salaries, but I 
suppose that in consequence of the visit of this Com- 
mission the matter has been allowed to lie over for the 
present. 



Belfast. 
Dec. 21, 1876. 

Mr. James 
Dempsey. 



Mr. J ohx Mclholland examined. 



2091. Mr. Lawless. — Where do you reside? — At 
37, Milford-street, Belfast. 

2092. And you are a ratepayer of the borough? — Yes. 

2093. Do you wish to give evidence with regard to 
the question of the neglect of the corporation in 
managing the public streets ? — I do. 

2094. What is the point on which you -wish to give 
evidence ? — Milford-street is a long street, leading to 
the Falls-road and into Albert-street ; when the ground 
at the end of it was about to he built on, Mr. Browne, 
the chairman of the improvement committee, came 
and looked at the spot where this building was being 
put, and told me to go before the improvement com- 
mittee and complain about it. I did so, but they, 



nevertheless, let the man build on that piece of ground 
and passed his plans. 

2095. Was the building on it when Mr. Browne 
saw it? — It was partly up. What I understood was, 
that the improvement committee objected to this in 
the first instance, and then passed the man’s plans 
afterwards. Alderman Hughes, a member of the im- 
provement committee, told me that the plans were 
approved of, by which this obstruction was caused in 
Milford-street ahd the Quadrant-road. He told me 
they were passed by favour to the contractor. 

2096. Mr. Exham. — Who was the person who exe- 
cuted the plans for the works ? — His name was Croft. 

2097. When were those plans passed? — Two yearsago. 



Mr. John 
Mulholland. 



Mr. Montgomery re-examined. 



2098. Chairman. — What do you say as to this 
complaint about Milford-street? — For some years I 
endeavoured to prevent that block of buildings being 
erected. Mr. Browne never stated that he put any of 
the blame on me. We bad been endeavouring to 
prevent it for years, but the owners of the property 
erected that building in defiance of the town council, 
After three or four years of persistent effort on my 
part and on the part of Mr. John Browne, the owners 
took their own course, on legal advice, and built the 
house on the place which is a continuation of Mil- 



ford-street. The corporation was not allowed to 
continue the street straight through, for the owners 
built up a row of houses which made the street 
narrower at one end than the other. We have applied 
to a number of the owners of property to co-operate 
with ns in making these streets all through in con- 
tinuation, but not one of those owners would give us 
any assistance, and I do not think the rates are 
applicable to the purpose. There are many instances, 
such as that to which I have now referred. 



Mr. Thomas M'Veigh examined. 



2099. What point do you wish to draw our atten- 
tion to? — As one of the minority on the Liberal 
side of the town my opinion is, that the police would 
he required to be increased another 100 yet. This 
town is disgraceful for riots at one season of the year. 
There is one class of the population whose houses are 
perfectly safe at those times; hut people who have 
their houses wrecked, have no chance of getting their 



claims for compensation passed in the town council. M'Voigh. 
I think it is better that the present police system 
should prevail, rather than that the corporation should 
establish a local force. 

2100. Is it your opinion that the appointment, con- 
trol, and regulation of the police force should be in 
the hands of the government instead of the corpora- 
tion? — Yes, certainly. 



Duff examined. 



Mr. John Joseph 

2101. Chairman. — Are you a ratepayer of the 
borough? — Yes. 

_ 2102. What is your business ? — I am a licensed 
vintner, carrying on business at Cromac-street and 
Chichester-street. 



2103. Upon wbat subject do you wish to be exa- Josepl1 Duff - 
mined ? — I Have a decided objection to any change in 
the police force. My belief is that if the police force 
of Belfast were not under the control of the Govern- 
ment, as at present constituted, it would deteriorate 

P 
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the value of property in this town at least 25 per 
cent., owing to the want of confidence that there 
would he in the administration of the force. 

2104. Mr. Lawless. — Do you think the same state 
of tilings that prevailed in 1864 would be likely to 
be restored 1 — Yes, I do. I believe that if the police 
force were under the control of the Corporation, and 



there was a contested municipal election, and I took 
part in it in virtue of my .rights, and used my in- 
fluence in favour of one of the candidates, the police 
force would use their powers against me as police, and 
my business would be injured. We cannot do any- 
thing here. We have no representation on the Town 
Council for Catholics. 



Mr. Thomas H. Browne exammed. 



2105. Do you wish to make a statement about the 
unfinished streets alluded to by Mr. Moreton, in the 
first of which there are twenty-nine bouses occupied? 
— Yes. He said they belonged to Messrs. L. and T. 
Browne. 

2106. Do they belong to you ? — I am the joint owner 
of them with another party. He said they were neither 
sewered nor paved, &c. They are perfectly sewered, 
and the drains in the backyard go into the main drains, 
and the footways are formed and kerbedreadyforpaving. 

2107. He said they were not sewered as far as he 
believed. He said he did not think they were from 
the state of the street ? — The roadway is also made 
ready for paving. I may mention that the houses are 
not ours now. They were built by us about two yearn 
ago, and we sold them to another party, and are now 
only ground landlords. 

2108. The exact complaint was this — that you 
being a member of the improvement committee of the 
Town Council had sufficient influence to allow this 
street to be opened before it was in a proper state to 
be opened ? — I deny that entirely. If members of the 
improvement committee of the Town Council happen 
to have the misfortune of being owners of property, 
they are more particular not to show any favour to 
themselves than any other property. 

2109. Did you, as a matter of fact, exercise any 
influence with regard to the openiug of this street?-— 
Certainly not. The other streets are sewered and 
bottomed; and the footways made all to paving. Of 
course they will be done with the approval of the 
town surveyor. 

2110. When were the houses built and when were 
they sold ? — The houses were built two years ago, and 
they were sold — part of them three months ago and 
part a year ago. The streets were so far made before 
the houses were sold. 

2111. Was there any question with the parties to 
whom you sold them as to whether or not the street 



should be opened immediately ? — As soon as the other 
side of the street was built. 

2112. Did you, or would you, derive any benefit, 
directly or indirectly, from the street being opened 
before the time specified by the Act? — Not the least. 

2113. Was it a condition with the parties to whom 
yon sold those houses that they should go into occu- 
pation immediately ? — Yes, it was. 

2114. Mr. Exham. — Don’t you know perfectly well 
that the section states that the surveyor is not to 
allow the houses to be occupied until the street is com- 
pleted, and that the party is liable to a penalty of 20s. 
a day for every day it is occupied ? — Yes. 

2115. Mr. Black. — That section has never been 
enforced in Belfast. 

2116. Is it your excuse, Mr. Black, that the Cor- 
poration knowingly violated the law since the time 
they themselves obtained their own Act ? — I admit it 
was not carried out. 

2117. Mr. Exham (to the Witness). — Do I under- 
stand you to say that before these houses were used 
the street had been thoroughly drained and sewered, 
although it had not been paved ? — Yes. These houses 
are now in perfect sanitary condition. They are new 
houses, and they are perfectly sewered. 

2118. Did you not know at the time you sold them 
that the 75th section of the Act of 1865 had not been 
complied with? — I knewthatitwasnotto the full extent. 

2119. Why then did you make it a condition, as 
you say you did, with the parties to whom you sold the 
houses, that they should be occupied immediately? — 
Because the streets were sufficiently finished, and the 
sewers were complete. 

2120. Did you do anything or interfere with the 
opening of houses further than you have stated ? — I 
had nothing further to do with the matter. I deny 
that as a member of the Improvement Committee or 
as a member of the Town Council, I used any influence 
whatever in having those houses opened. 



Mr. O’Neill 

2121. Chairman. — Do you wish to say anything 
about Mr. Browne’s houses ? — I live in sight of those 
streets in question. I paved Peel-street at a cost of £75 ; 
Boss-street, at £57, and I ani now paving Mayor-street 
at a cost of £96 6s. All those streets are in sight of 
the streets that Mi - . Browne has been examined with 
reference to, and I say deliberately that not one of the 
streets to which Mr. Browne referred is bottomed or 
made let alone paved. There are kerb-stones running 
along, but no paving between them and the houses. 
Outside that stone there is mud and slush, and no 
bottom. It was a swamp some time ago, and is so still 
and from passing, I know that those houses are in- 
habited for a long time. I state now of my own per- 
sonal knowledge that the statement made by Mr. 
Moreton is substantially correct. 

2122. Did you complete the paving of your streets 
before the houses were let ? — They were let before I 
bought them. There was a kind of paving on them a 
long time before, but I was foroed to pave my streets 
when I bought them. 

2123. Who compelled you to pave your own streets ? 
— I was made do so by an order- of the Corporation. 

2124. Do you positively say that those other three 
streets in view of yours have not yet been done ? — Yes; 

I was made do mine at once because I was not a Town 
Councillor. 

2125. Were you allowed a shorter period before you 
were made do your Btreets than Mr. Browne has been 
allowed for his streets 1 — -I got a much shorter time. 
The place is at a low level and very like a swamp. It 



re-examined. 

was drained, and the Messrs. Browne built those houses 
on ground which is still a kind of swamp, and each of the 
houses is occupied. I think they are builtabouttwo years. 

2126. Did they come down upon you as it were and 
make you flag and pave your street without giving you 
the same time or about the same time they are supposed 
to have given to Mr. Browne? — My time was veiy much 
shorter. I was made do it at once. My streets had 
been macadamised for years past before the paving took 
place, but when I got the notice for the paving — the 
notice was put up at the comer of the street — -I had to 
get it done at once. There was a kind of paving on 
my street, and it was in better order than Mr. Browne’s 
were. I had to pay £75 in one case ; in another £57, 
and in a third £96 for paving the streets. I objected 
that I should he made a “ scape-goat” of, and when on 
one occasion I was served with a summons and plaint 
on the part of the Corporation in reference to this 
paving, I went to the office of Mr. Bruce about it, 
and when he told me I would have to. pay- £2 1 0s. costs, 
I replied I. would never pay a farthing, and I have 
never been asked to pay a shilling of it since. Mr. 
Browne’s houses are built on a swamp. 

2127. Do I understand you to mean that the place 
is a swamp now? — Yes ; the streets are not paved. 

2128. The Chairman read a memorial he had re- 
ceived from a number of the ratepayers residing in the 
neighbourhood of Millfields, complaining of a nuisance 
existing in a mill-dam there, which he handed to the 
officers of the Corporation for an explanation. 

Adjourned. 
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Dec. 22, 18n;. 



2129. Chairman. — You made a note of the points 
to which you wish to reply ? — I did. 

2130. There was a very important portion of the 
evidence given to which I wish to draw your atten- 
tion. Mr. Dinnen says in the course of his evidence 
(reads) : — “ I consider the Corporation a huge political 
engine, worked by the officials who are paid out of the 
rates of the town.” What is your answer to that? — 
My answer is that it is untrue. 

2131. Can yon produce any facts in evidence con- 
tradicting it ? He also said (again reads from the evi- 
dence of Mr. Dinnen) : — “The officers of the Corporation 
I look upon as the ruling spirits, who nominate, can- 
vass, and pay runners and agents for the purpose of 
having the men of their choice returned as representa- 
tives of that body.” Speaking for yourself, Mr. Black, 
cm you say whether or not you ever did any such 
thing ? — I can state most distinctly that since the day 
I became solicitor to the Corporation I never inter- 
fered, either directly or indirectly, with political affairs 
within the borough. 

2132. Can you say of your own knowledge whether 
any officer of the Corporation at any time nominated, 
canvassed, or paid agents for the purpose of having 
men of their own choice returned 1 — I can say that as 
far as I know it is perfectly untrue. 

2133. 1 pressed Mr. Dinnen on the subject, and I 
could only get him to name one person, the cashier? — 
The cashier will answer for himself. 

2134. To the best of your belief has the cashier in- 
terfered as to the elections in any way whatever? — I 
I don’t interfere with them myself, and I do not know 
anything of his interference. 

2135. Did he ever interfere in elections by your 
instructions ? — Certainly not ; neither he nor any other 
officer of the Corporation. 

2136. Can you say whether or not any members of 
the Corporation have given any instructions to any 
official to take an active part in elections ? — Never to 
my knowledge. 

2137. Do you know of other persons who have so 
interfered ? — I do not. 

2138. Do you know of any “ inner circle of the 
Corporation” which governs the rest of the body, as 
stated by Mr. Dinnen? — I do not know of any “ inner 
circle of the Corporation.” 

2139. Can you tell us the circumstances imder 
which the salary of the cashier was raised from £70 
a year to £300 a year ? — I think it was a mistake to say 
it ever was £70 a year; when he came here he was 
simply a clerk in the cashier’s office ; he was appointed 
at a salary of £78 a year as clerk. 

2140. Was he appointed first simply as clerk? — 
Yes, and not as cashier : he was subsequently ap- 
pointed as cashier, and his duties increased greatly. 

2141. Mi\ Lawless. — About what time? — It was 
about 1866 : after the passing of the Act of 1S65 the 
revenues of the Corporation became greatly increased, 
and we found it necessary to considerably increase the 
staff at that time. 

2142. Chairman. — When was he appointed cashier, 
and at what salary at first? — Mr. Plato Oulton was 
the accountant and cashier at that time. 

2143. The two offices were combined then 2 — They 
were. 

2144. What salary was Mr. Oulton paid? — My 
impression is that he had £250 a year. 

2145. Do you remember when Mr. Cobain was ap- 
pointed cashier ? — About the year 1866, 1 think. 

2146. Can you tell at what salary? — £100 a year. 

2147. Has it since been raised to £300 a year? — 
It has. 

2148. Was it raised at one time or at different 
times ? — At different times : when the gasworks were 
taken over by the Corporation, the cashier of the 
company was paid £500 a year : of course we had to 
take him over on the same terms ; Mr. Cobain, the 



cashier of the Corporation, said he filled a correspond- g^ c ^ Iunnel 

iug office of one and the same importance and labour, 

and that the salary he had then of £220 a year was 

not at all equal to the duties he discharged ; therefore, 

he applied for an increase of salary. The salary he 

then had was £220 a year. 

2149. Was them a proposal afterwards to raise it 
to £350 ? — There was. 

2150. Was it raised to £300 ? — Yes. 

2151. Mi - . Lawless. — Do I understand you to say, 
that because the cashier of the gasworks received £500 
a year for his salary, Mr. Cobain became dissatisfied 
with his salary, and applied for more ?— He put that 
forward as a reason for getting more. 

2152. Chairman. — Mr. Dinnen said that Mi - . 

Cobain’s salary was raised for services rendered in 
connexion with the municipal elections. Is that tine ? 

— That is perfectly untrue. 

2153. Mr. Exham. — Were you present at the meet- 
ing of the Corporation when there was a resolution 
moved by Mr. Dinnen to prevent any officer in the 
Corporation from taking any part in elections, save 
recording his vote ? — This is the resolution. (Beads 
resolution referred to.) 

2154. Were you present when that resolution was 
moved ? — I was. 

2155. Was it moved, seconded, and discussed ; and 
upon being put to the vote, was it rejected by seven- 
teen to six 1 — Yes, that is quite correct. 

2156. Can you say why that resolution was re- 
jected, and what were the grounds urged against its 
adoption? — There was a great deal of discussion about 
the matter. I think it was a resolution that might 
have been fairly passed, and I think it would have 
been passed, but for the injudicious course adopted by 
some of its supporters. They brought charges against 
the officials which were shown to be totally groundless, 
and without foundation. 

2157. Were the grounds urged for its adoption 
similar to those made the other day by Mr. Dinnen ? — 

Yes ; the Council simply refused to adopt any such 
resolution on such grounds, and said they did not 
wish to interfere with the private rights as citizens of 
any of their officers, but at the same time they never 
gave them encouragement to take an active part in 
political matters in the borough. 

215S. Chairman. — Mr. Dinnen said, in reply to , 

Mi - . Exham, that he had when moving his resolution 
cited instances of this. Was that so?— The members 
of the Corporation knew of their own knowledge that 
liis statement was incorrect. 

2159. Did the Corporation make any inquiry into 
Mi - . Dinnen’s charges ? — No, they knew them to be 
groundless. 

2160. Mr. Dinnen also said that he believed the 
action of the officials had grown stronger since his 
resolution was rejected, and that they now had com- 
plete control over the election of the Corporation. 

Do you deny that statement is correct? — Yes. 

2161. Are you present at all meetings of the Cor- 
poration? — Yes, I am at almost every meeting of the 
Corporation. 

2162. He also says that this is done by the inner 
circle of the Corporation. Have you any knowledge 
of this? — -I have not. 

2163. I asked him to name any official beside the 
the cashier, and the only other persons he named were 
the collectors ? — Two of them were referred to — Mr. 

Charles Noah Davis by him, and Mr. Rankin by 
Mr. Stewart. It was stated that voters of one party 
were disqualified by the collectors by their neglect in 
applying for payment of the municipal taxes. Now 
I find the number disqualified for the last year for 
non-payment of municipal taxes in the dock ward in 
which Mr. Rankin is the collector, were eighteen. 

In Smithfield ward, where Mr. Davis is collector, 
only fourteen were disqualified for non-payment of 
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municipal taxes, but ninety-seven were disqualified for 
non-payment of poor-rates. 

2164. Were any voters disqualified by reason of 
the collector not having returned their names'? — I 
can’t tell. I dare say there ■were, but that would not 
interfere with the collectors ; they get the names 
from the clerk of the Poor Law Union, and they are 
not responsible for that in any way. 

2165. Did the Corporation pass rales in the year 
1868 with regal'd to the collection of rates? — Yes. 
(Hands in rales). 

2166. Are they carried out ? — They are. 

2167. Do you say of your own knowledge that the 
rales are carried out? — Yes, strictly ; and I think it 
would now be well for me to state the practice as to the 
collection of municipal taxes. The rates are all struck 
on the 1st of January in each year, and the rate-books 
are at once put into the hands of each rate-collector for 
collection. The first month in each year is occupied 
principally in receiving taxes from the landlords of 
property, who are entitled to a discount of twenty-five 
per cent, for prompt payment, and therefore the col- 
lectors are obliged to remain iu their offices during 
that month. Immediately after they serve notice on 
the ratepayer's with as little delay as possible, stating 
the particular's of all the municipal taxes leviable and 
requiring payment. If the taxes are not paid by the 
1st of May, notice is published in all the newspapers 
requiring payment, and informing the parties in arrear 
that proceedings will be taken against them to recover 
the amount dire. After that each of the collectors is 
obliged at every meeting of the finance committee, 
which takes place once afortnigl 1 1 if not more frequently, 
to bring in a list of the first fifty names on the rate 
books of the persons in arrear, and he is obliged to 
account for the collection of the rates, and the collector 
lihnself then serves a further notice on the parties in 
arrear and demands payment personally, and if the 
rates are not paid he then issues summonses against 
them. A fresh list is brought in from time to time of 
the next fifty names, and so on until the whole books 
and all the parties in arrear- are gone through. Thera 
is no favouritism in the matter. The names are taken 
in regular order from the rate-books as they occur. 

2168. If these instructions are carried out it is 
impossible that any person could be disqualified by 
reason of their- not being called upon to pay their rates ? 
— Quite so ; they must, in fact, receive two notices. 

2169. Mr. Lawless. — Are the names of the persons 
taken alphabetically 1 — No ; they are taken just as 
they occur in tire book ; suclr are the instructions given 
to the collectors, and such I believe to be carried out. 
I think that, on the whole, in ' no town in the three 
kingdoms (and I have a good deal of knowledge of 
them) are the rates as well collected as in this. 

2170. Mr - . Exham. — Is not this one of the rales — 
“No deputy or assistant shall be employed by any 
collector for any other purpose than assisting in 
filling notices and receipts, preparing returns to the 
accountant’s office, and other office work, it being the 
intention of the Council that each collector shall be 
the personal collector of the rates of his ward ?” — I see 
that it is. 

2171. Do you know that the collector for one of 
tho wards (I think the Dock ward) does not collect 
the rates personally, but employs and pays a deputy 
to go out and- collect them for him ? Is that within 
your knowledge? — It is not. It is the first time 
that ever I heard of such a thing. 

2172. To your knowledge have instructions been 
given by the Town Council themselves in accordance 
with these rules to each collector that he is to collect 
the rates in person, and that his -deputy or assistant 
is only to assist him at the office work 1 — -I know that 
those are the instructions given by the Council, and 
we always thought they were carried out. I may 
state that Rankin, the man referred to, is I believe 
one of the best collectors we have. He collects his 
ward extremely well. 

2173. We heard nothing against him or the manner 
in which the rates were collected. The complaint 



was that he collected the rates by deputy, which is in 
direct violation of the rales. Is it within your 
knowledge or within the knowledge of the Town 
Council, as far as you know, that he employs a 
deputy ? — As a matter of fact we know that he em- 
ployed a deputy for particular purposes, but we never 
knew he employed that deputy for the purpose of 
collecting the rates. 

2174. The statement made by Mr. Stewart was 
that for five years Rankin never came to demand or 
receive a rate from him, and that he (Mr. Stewart) 
always paid his deputy. He also said that the 
deputy told him (Mr. Stewart) that Rankin paid 
him £60 a year for collecting the rates for him. 
What do you say to that? — Rankin is in regular 
attendance in his office, and out about his district, but 
whether he called for Mr. Stewart’s rates I do not 
know. 

2175. But surely if this has been going on for 
five years one would suppose the Town Council or 
their- officers would know it. I want to know 
whether he acts as alleged, and if so whether he does 
so •with the knowledge of the Council? — Certainly' 
not. Perhaps you will allow me to explain that so 
anxious were we that no person should be disqualified 
for non-payment of rates, or from not being properly 
rated, that we actually advertised in all the news- 
papers within the last year, requesting all firms and 
others to see that the names of individuals were 
returned properly, and to send them in to us at the 
town hall. In many instances the rate-books were 
corrected in this way. 

2176. Otherwise you take the names from the Poor- 
Law Union books '?— That we are obliged to do. 

2177. Does each collector report to the town clerk 
every Saturday whenever there has been a change of 
occupancy or residence, as he is bound to do under tire 
rules ? — I know that they frequently made reports, but 
whether they did so once a week or not I really cannot 
say. 

2178. Chairman. — Were they instructed to make 
such reports ? — They were. 

2179. Mr. Exham. — Is the 3rd rule carried out ; 
“ these books ” (that is the collector’s rate collection- 
book) “ shall at the close of his collection for the day be 
lodged in the accountant’s office”? — I believe that rule 
is strictly carried out. In St. George’s ward only, 
twelve voters were disqualified for non-payment of the 
town rates. 

21S0. Chairman. — Is there any quarter of the town 
which is more inhabited by Roman Catholics than tire 
others? — There is a. place called the “ Pound" which 
is principally occupied by Roman Catholics. 

2181. Which ward is that in? — I must confess my 
ignorance of that. My impression is that it is either 
in St. George’s ward or Smithfield war'd. In fact I 
believe it is in both of these wards. 

21S2. There is another general rule here which says 
that “ no application, report, recommendation, or pro- 
ceeding relating to the salary or pecuniary allowance 
of any officer shall be taken into consideration at any 
other than the monthly or quarterly council meeting 
next after the quarterly or monthly meeting at which 
such report, application, or recommendation shall have 
been made or submitted to the Council” — so there 
must always a month or quarter elapse between the 
notice and the voting on it. Has that rale been always 
adhered to ? — Yes j any such application must be 
brought forward at one meeting, and taken up at the 
next. 

2183. Mr. Exham. — Were you present at the meet- 
ing when a member of the Council (I do not say who) 
complained that Mr. Cobain said that he ought to vote 
for his increase of salary, because he (Sir. Cobain) 
helped to return him as a member of the Town Council? 
— I was present at the meeting when Sir John Savage 
made a statement to the effect that it had been stated 
to him by some one else that Mr-. Cobain had observed 
that he (Sir John) should support his application for 
an increase of salary, because he had assisted him, or 
voted for him at his election. 
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2184. Was Mr. Cobain then asked whether he made 
use of such a statement or not ? — Mr. Cobain was asked 
by me, and he said he never made such a statement. 

2185. Did Sir John Savage make the statement to 
that effect in Mr. Cobain’s presence ? — He did. 

2 ISC. Did he in this council-room make a charge 
that Mr. Cobain had said that ? — He did. 

2187. Was Mr. Cobain called before the Council 
to answer or explain this statement made by Sir John 
Savage in open Council before the vote was passed to 
increase his salary ? — He was not. I remember that a 
number of the salaries were proposed to be increased 
at that time, and the matter was refereed to the Town 
Council in committee for consideration. It was sug- 
gested at the meeting of committee, that the increase 
should be simply one-half instead of the whole amount. 
That was accepted, and after it came up again at tlio 
subsequent meeting (anything done by the Council in 
committee must be confirmed in open Council), it was 
proposed, notwithstanding that compromise, that the 
salary of Mr. Woods, the accountant, should be made 
.£400 a year as was originally proposed — because the 
Town Council as a body thought that he was per- 
forming very important duties. Sir John Savage I 
think was annoyed at the matter being re-opened, 
and made that statement which has been alluded to 
with regard to Mi'. Cobain. 

2188. When that charge was openly made before 
the whole Council by a gentleman of Sir John Savage’s 
position against an officer of the Corporation, was any 
inquiry made by them as to whether or not he (Mi'. 
Cobain) had made such a statement 1 — My impression 
is that the Council took it as a joke. 

2189. Is it the statementof Sir Johu Savage 1 — Yes. 

2190. You say that he distinctly denied to you 
that he made use of it. Did you ask him about it? 
— Yes, and he distinctly denied that he made such a 
statement. 

2191. Mr. Lawless. — Was Mr. Cobain’s salary 
increased beyond the amount that had been agreed 
to by the committee of the Council ? — Certainly not. 

2192. Was Mr. Woods’ ? — No, but a motion was 
made to that effect. There was a question asked me 
about the collectors reporting changes of occupancy or 
residence. I have now before me the book in which 
these changes are repotted from time to time to the 
town clerk. He makes a note of them. They are 
entered in this book alphabetically by the town clerk 
himself. (Hands in book.) . 

2193. There seems to be reports made eveiy day? 
— Every day. 

2194. Tins is only for the hist quarter? — Yes. 

2195. Have you any regulations as to the duties of 
the town surveyor, because we had it in evidence 
yesterday that other surveyors were called in occasion- 
ally ? — The town surveyor is to make all plans ; but 
occasionally a leading engineer has been called in to 
advise and assist him in important matters, such as 
the main drainage scheme. On one occasion (about 
the year 1870) the Council proposed to carry it out, 
and also to dear lands for irrigation purposes. The 
town surveyor was totally unable either by himself or 
by his assistant to prepare all the plans for that. We 
had applied to the then Government to advance the 
money to cany out the irrigation scheme, and certain 
plans were required for the purpose, which the sur- 
veyor could not possibly prepare in time, and therefore 
assistance was called in. 

2196. For what were the two persons paid £21 
each for making valuations ? — That is a total fallacy. 
It was with reference to the sale of the Park market 
ground which adjoins this place. 

2197. Chairman. — Were not two sums of £21 
paid, and if so, for what 'purpose? — Those sums were 
not paid for plans, but for valuations. I advised the 
council that it would not lie well for them to put 
grounds of such value into the market without having 
the opinion of atf least two competent valuators as to 
their actual value, and two leading valuators in town 
{Messrs. Hastings and M'Auliffe) were brought in to 



10‘) 

put a price on the grounds. They were paid £21 Belfast. 
each, and I consider that was a very moderate charge. Dec. 22, 1S7G. 

2198. Was that done on your advice? — Yes; there M ^ — 
was also an item of £9 10s. for plans. There was a Black*" 1116 
plan prepared by the surveyor, but we required to 

attach to it all the particulars and the conditions of 
the sale. We required about 200 copies of it, so that 
it would be utterly impossible for the surveyor, unless 
he was a lithographer, to get these ready. A litho- 
grapher was, therefore, employed and paid. It might 
have cost five or six times the amount paid for the 
work if it had been done by the surveyor, and may 
be could not have been done by him in the end. (Plan 
produced.) 

2199. Does Mr. Montgomery prepare all the plans 
for the Corporation? Is he always required to do 
that ? — Yes ; and his entire time is devoted to the 
work of the town. He is not permitted to take any 
private business whatever. 

2200. What were the occasions on which other 
solicitors were called in ? — I am merely paid according 
to the amount of woxk done, and not by salary, and 
would be very glad if I had a salary instead of pay- 
ment for work actually done by me. 

2201. What was the occasion of calling in other 
solicitors? — I merely conduct what I may call the 
office business of the Corporation. It would be 
totally impossible for me to attend to their petty 
sessions and other local court business, and accord- 
ingly Messrs. M'Lean and Coulter attend to the 
local court business, and get £150 a year each for it. 

The reason there are two employed is, because there 
are two courts sitting at the same time, and each has 
his own business to attend to. Sometimes cases will 
be going on in each of the courts at the same time, and 
the magistrates were of opinion that one solicitor 
could not possibly attend to them both. As to the 
calling in of others, there was a case brought by Mr. 

M‘Gillan against the Corporation for an indictment, 
and Mr. O’ltoike was called in to assist the local 
practitioners in the court. 

2202. Hoc to assist yon? — No ; I had nothing to do 
with it. Mr. O’Rorke attended dining that ease. It 
is the only case that I know of where he was called 
in. Mr. M'Lean, sen., was also referred to as having 
been brought in to assist in the malicious injury claims, 
but he was only brought in on one day, I think, when 
counsel was away. The list of 157 claims amounted 
to something about £14,000, some very small sums, 
and some large ones. One gentleman thought he was 
entitled to £1,375. The counsel employed for the 
Corporation was obliged to go away, and Mr. M'Lean 
was called in to assist me for one day, and only for 
one day, in the business. 

2203. Was there any discussion in the council on 
the resignation of Mr. Seeds, who had been the soli- 
citor conducting the prosecutions for the Corporation, 
as to whether the business might not be conducted by 
one solicitor? — There was, and it was the unanimous 
opinion of the Town Council that it would be better 
to have two, and the reason was to have the courts 
worked efficiently. 

2204. Mr. Lawless. — What business had the 
magistrates to express any opinion on the subject ? — 

The magistrates were asked about it (the magistrates 
sitting in the courts), and they gave it as their opinion 
privately that it would be very desirable to have two 
solicitors instead of one. 

2205. Mr. Exham. — I could understand it if there 
were cases going on every day in the two courts. I 
would like to know who asked the magistrates privately 
for their opinion on such a subject, and who were the 
magistrates that gave it ?— Several of the Corporation 
asked memberp of the bench. 

2206. Chairman. — Do you know the members of 
the bench who you say expressed that private opinion ? 

— I was not present ; I, myself, privately asked one of 
the resident magistrates, and he told me that in his 
opinion it would be desirable to have two solicitors. 

2207. Who was that magistrate ? — Mr. Orme. 
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Belfast. 220S. You say you askecl Mr. Oraie, and that mcin- 
vee. 2 J, 1S7C. here of the Corporation asked other magistrates 1 — Yes. 
Mr Samuel 2209. Can you name who tlic other magistrates, and 
who the members of the Town Council, were ? — I can- 
not name them. 

2210. Mr. Lawless. — Did you communicate what 
Mr. Ornic said to the Town Council ? — I did. 

2211. Mr. Exham. — Is there any resolution on the 
books to the effect that the magistrates having consi- 
dered it would he desirable to have two solicitors to 
attend to the courts they should he appointed > — There 
is a resolution, but I cannot say what it is. There 
was originally only one court instead of two, and one 
solicitor who was paid a salary of .£200 a year. He 
resigned. 

2212. Mr. Lawless. — When? — I think about three 
years ago. He resigned, and the two gentlemen were 
appointed at .£100 a year each. They subsequently 
complained that their salaries were not a sufficient re- 
mimeration for the duties they hail to perform, and 
it was raised to £150 each. 

2213. Chairman. — I asked you about Mr. Mont- 
gomery’s duties. It was referred to here yesterday by 
Mr. Browne, who came forward to give an explana- 
tion about some streets which were opened contrary to 
the Act of Parliament, and afterwards Mr. O’Neill 
came forward. I want to know whether these notices 
are given by the improvement committee, or whether 
the borough surveyor acts ou his own responsibility in 
calling on parties to do any species of work ? — The sur- 
veyor brings before the committee any case in which 
he considers an order should be made. It is entirely 
within his discretion, and as a matter of course in every 
case that he brings forward there is a report sent to 
the council that an order should be made, and the 
order is made. 1 know nothing of the streets referred 
to. 

2214. Does the order originate in practice with the 
committee? — In 99 out of every 100 cases it origi- 
nates with' the surveyor. 

2215. Have you ever known any case in which the 
borough surveyor brought forward applications for the 
owners of property in a street to be compelled to do 
certain work, and in which the order was refused to lie 
granted by the committee ? — I camiot recollect a sin- 
gle instance. I may also add that since the present 
sanitary committee came into existence under the Pub- 
Jie Health Act they have taken xxp this question, and 
where they saw from time to time that streets would 
be improved by being completed they sent forward 
reports to the improvement committee, which were 
attended to. 

2216. Mr. Exham. — Did the improvement commit- 
r.'e direct the surveyor not to cany out the Act of 
Parliament? — The 75th section was found impossible 
t ) be earned out ixx practice. 

2217. You got the Act of 1865 yourselves, and 

made its clauses more stringent by the clauses of the 
Act of 186S. Why was that section not asked to be 
repealed if you found it could not be carried out, in- 
stead of being made more stringent by the Act of 
1.S08? It is merely a question of cost to the owner 
as to whether he will cany out the Act of Parliament 
or not. By the Act the owner is not to allow any 
persons to inhabit the houses until the terms of the 
Act are carried out. I want to know why the im- 
provement committee and the surveyor do not carry 
them out ? — The council tided to cany out that section, 
and they had such representations made to them as to 
the inconvenience of doing so, that they have not en- 
forced it. ■ 

2218. Why did they enforce it in the case of Mr. 
O Neill and his streets, and not in the case of Mr. 
Browne, who was a member of the improvement com- 
mittee, and his streets? — I know nothing about Mr. 
O’Neill’s streets. 

2219. Mr. Lawless. — By whom were those repre- 
sentations made to the council 1 — By owners of pro- 
perty in town. 

2220. Was not that really by the builders? — Yes. 



I believe there is no town in the three kingdoms in 
which the owners of property are obliged to make the 
streets fii-st. 

2221. Mr. Exham. — Probably that is because they 
have no such Act of Parliament. 

2222. Mi - . Lawless.— Did you ever enforce the Act 
and prevent the owners from allowing their houses 
to be occupied until everything was done ? — I do not 
recollect. 

2223. Mr. Exham. — The borough surveyor can stop 
up those streets. He has only to put a bar across 
and say to the owners, "You cannot occupy tlu* 
houses until everything required by the Act is done ’’? 
— That is quite true, but it could not be carried out. 

2224. Chairman. — Mr. Exliam asked you a very 
pertinent question — “ Why, when you found the Act 
of 1865 could not be enforced, you did not get a clause 
amending it ”? — I was not solicitor for the Corporation 
then. 

2225. Was not the town spreading rapidly between 
1865 and 1868 ? — Yes, very rapidly. 

2226. But not to the same extent it has done since ? 
—It was spreading more rapidly between 1865 and 
1868. 

2227. Mr. Lawless. — Was there ever any instance 
to your knowledge in which a builder of houses, who 
was a member of the Corporation, when liis houses 
were built, had notice served on him to complete the 
paving of the street before his houses were occupied? — 
I have known many instances in which we required 
them to be completed. As a matter of course, an order 
was made. 

2228. Can you give us the names of builders who 
were members of the Town Council and who wen* 
ordered to comply with the Act? — Certainly, but not 
at the moment. * 

2229. Did you ever know a case in which applica- 
tion was made by the borough surveyor for such orders 
in which they were refused ? — Certainly not. 

2230. Do such matters come within your know- 
ledge ? — I think I would have known that had it been 
the case. 

2231. "Why then was not Mr. Brownie made to 
complete the streets in which his houses are before 
they were occupied ? — That I cannot tell. 

2232. You wish to give evidence on some matters 
relating to your law costs ? — Yes. I wish to draw 
attention to some matters personally affecting myself. 
I was appointed solicitor to the Corporation in March, 
1871. I find the payments to me for the years 1873, 
1874, and 1S75 have been referred to. You will see 
the purpose for which that was done when you take 
into account what I received for the preceding years. 
In the year 1871 I got nothing at all. I do not mean 
to say that I did not earn it, but I was not paid any- 
thing that year, and my costs were not taxed until a 
year subsequent. 

2233. In what year were you appointed ?— In 1871. 
In 1872 I only got £572 14s. Id. In 1S73, 1874, and 
1875 it is quite tine I got the amounts referred to — 
£2,324 19s. 7 d. in 1S73, £1,422 17s. 6d. in 1874, and 
£1,590 13s. Id. in 1S75. 

2234. Can you tell me how much you were out of 
pocket of those costs? — It would be totally impos- 
sible for me to do that on the moment. The amount 
for 18/3 included the costs connected "with the investi- 
gation of the claims for malicious injury amounting to 
a very large sum. It also included the Parliamentary 
costs in opposition to the Central Railway Bill and 
certain other matters in which the town was con- 
cerned. The amount for 1874 contained further Par- 
liamentary costs, and the costs of negotiations about 
the sale of the gasworks and opposition to the Gas 
Bill, and other things, which amounted to a very large 
sum. The amount for 1875 included the costs of the 
Gas Act, and also the provisional order and the Act 
confirming it. It was also stated here that my costs 
were taxed by the offipials of the Corporation. How 
that error crept into the mind of the person who made 
it I camiot say. 
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2235. Thai is not the case?— No. It was also stated 
that I got stationery from the Corporation, hut I never 
got the value of a sheet of paper. It was also said 
that I was solicitor for a budding society, and that I 
assisted in passing their plans. It is true I am soli- 
citor for a building society, but the business of that 
society is to lend money upon buildings erected, and 
if they ever passed plans for building it is certainly 
unknown to me. 

2236. Are you required by the terms of your 
appointment to take no other employment ? — No. I 
am happy to say that my private practice is as good 
as my public practice. 

2237. Of course I need not ask you whether or not 
much of those costs are costs out of pocket — but 
you cannot say bow much ? — A very considerable 
amount were costs out of pocket. Unfortunately we 
•no sometimes brought into court, but up to the pre- 
sent we have been always successful. 

2238. Mi - . Exham. — I think it is only fair to say 
that the Corporation seem to have adopted the best 
course — that is to employ a well-known firm of solici- 
tors to attend the taxation of Mr. Black’s costs. 

2239. Ch. vi rmax. — Was every bill of costs taxed 
by the proper officer? — Yes. The rate for the mali- 
cious injuries was referred to, and Mr. Dinnen said 
that €1,000 was included in the estimate for each 
year. Now, of course, at the beginning of the 
year the Coimcil estimated what the probable expendi- 
ture will be during the year, and’very frequently they 
included .£1,000 in the estimate, and at the end of the 
year, if it is not expended, it goes into the balance of 
tin*, general purposes fund and reduces the estimate 
for the next year. If you take the year 1871 for in- 
stance, you will find that we estimated our contribu- 
tion to the county Antrim Grand -T my at .£7,000. 
Unfortunately we had to pay £8,S$0 0s. 7 d. In 1872 
we estimated £9,000, and paid <£9,(508 Is. ; in 1873 
we estimated £10,000, and paid .£12,168 0s. 3d. ; in 
1S74 we estimated £12,000, and paid £14,568 0s. 6 <7. ; 
and in 1875 we estimated £14,000, and paid £16,817 
1 6s. The clerk of the peace was also named, but if you 
refer to the 194th section of the Act of the 3 and 4 
Vic., cap. 10S, you will find that by that section the 
fec-s are payable to the clerk of the peace himself, and 
not to the Cox - poration. So far as his salary is con- 
cerned we have nothing to tin with it. The Lord Lieu- 
tenant fixes his salary, and wo are obliged to pay it. 

2240. How long did Mr. Seeds do business in the 
two courts. Did he get any assistance ? — Yes, he 
occasionally got assistance from his legal friends. 

2241. Do Messrs. M'Lean and Coulter attend at 
the courts every day, or do they ever go to the country 
on their private business, and get their cases post- 
poned ? — It is of very frequent occurrence for persons 
practising in these courts to get cases postponed for 
some other day, and they may occasionally get it 
done. 

2242. It is said they get cases put off altogether for 
the purpose of enabling them to go and earn money 
elsewhere. Do you know if that is so?— I cannot 
say. 

2243. Mr. Lawless. — How often do these magis- 
trates sit ? — Every day. 

2244. At what hour in the morning? — At eleven 
o’clock. 

2245. How long do they sit? — They sometimes sit 
very late. I have heard them complain of the gaslight. 

2246. How many hours in the day, on a rough 
average, do they sit? — Some days they would have 
from thirty to forty cases to attend to on the part of 
the Corporation, and on some days not one. There 
was also a complaint made about the salary of Mr. 
Stelfox, the manager of the gasworks and his assis- 
tant. When we took over the gasworks his father had 
£750 a year, but we made an arrangement by which a 
reduction was made, and his son was appointed at a 
salary of £500 a year. This was increased to £600 
last year. 

2247. Were the united salaries of Mr. Stelfox and 
his father £1,100 a year? — Yes, and now the salaries 



of the manager and his assistant are only £850. The Belfast- 
sub-manager gets £250 a year, and Mr. Stelfox, £600. Dec. 22 , is7.;< 

2248. Was there any pension given to Mr. Stelfox’s Jrr cT^ lc | 

father? — None whatever. Black! 

2249. Do you owe him any money? — Not a farthing. 

The old man thought he had worked long enough. 

He resigned, and his son, who was a most efficient 
officer, was appointed in his place. The book-keeper, 

Mr. Charles Stelfox, had a salary of £175 a year. 

2250. Is he a brother of the other man ? — Yes ; 
and he is a most efficient officer. 

2251. Was there any stipulation by Mr. Stelfox on 
his retirement that his son was to be appointed in liis 
place ? — There was, and we had no objection to him. 

With regard to the expenditure on the clock and the 
Albert memorial being air illegal charge, if you will 
look to section ISO of the Act of 1845 you will find 
we have full power to make the expenditure. With 
regard to the observation that we had statutable 
powers to prevent the end of Mill-street from being 
built up, I have to say that we have no such powers, 
and could not prevent it. We had no power to pre- 
vent the street from being closed, and when we found 
that we could not absolutely prevent it we made an 
arrangement by which the open space was not built 
on, and the Corporation thought it was only fair 
that when private property was naturally to benefit 
by this that the owners of it should contribute a cer- 
tain amount of the expenses. (One gentleman con- 
tributed £450 towards the widening of Hill-street, 
because it was of advantage to liis property) ; and a 
gentleman, the chairman of the committee I think, 
gave £5 towards the £35 required to keep the end of 
Milford-streot open. In addition to the Corporation 
giving the public money, some of its members gave a 
subscription from their private purse. 

2252. Up to the time when the Corporation ap- 
pointed Mr. M'Lean and Mr. Coniter as their solicitors 
in these courts they had Mr. Seeds acting in the two 
courts at a salary of £200 a year? — Yes. 

2253. From whom did the proposal for the change 
come? — So far as I know it was from the committee 
themselves. 

2254. Did they seek to remove Mr. Seeds or did 
he offer to resign? — He offered to resign. It was 
entirely at his own desire, and his resignation was 
accepted with reluctance. 

2255. Was lie a competent man ? — Yes. 

2256. Why then were two gentlemen required to 
discharge the duty which one had theretofore done 
properly 1 — It was considered better to have two in- 
stead of one. 

2257. Did the Corporation advertise for a successor 
to Mr. Seeds when he resigned, or how did it happen 
that those two gentlemen were appointed? — They 
were gentlemen practising in the town. I never would 
think of advertising for a solicitor. 

2258. Were there any other competitors for the 
place? — Never that ITieord of. 

2259. Did these gentlemen offer to do the work for 
£100 a year ? — I do not know. The committee offered 
a salary. Here is the report of the police committee 
presented to the Town Council on the 1st December, 

1873. (Hands in report.) 

2260. What was the general way of giving inti- 
mation of a vacancy for any office ? — As far as I know 
there may have been an advertisement. 

2261. Was tliefe any intimation given of the 
intention to appoint a successor to Mr. Seeds? — 

The committee’s report appeared in all the public 
papers 011 the 2nd December, 1873. 

2262. When did it come before the Council ? — On 
the 1st December, 1S73. The report is dated 27tli 
November, 1873, to be presented to the Council on 
the 1st December, 1S73, and it says — 

“ Mr. Seeds having resigned the office held by him for many 
years as .petty sessions solicitor, the committee recommend the 
Council to approve of the following as tlie terms, conditions, and 
duties, subject to which a new solicitor shall be appointed in his 

^ “ Conditions. — That the annual salary shall not exceed £200. to 
commence from the date of appointment, to be payable quarterly, 
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and three months' notice to lie -riven in writing by the Council or 
solicitor, previous to terminating the employment. That the 
duties shall lie performed personally ami not hv deputy : that the 
solicitor shall take his instructions from the officers of the Council, 
and prepare all summonses, civil hills, and notices connected with 
the cases, and if required by the Council or committee of Council, 
to personally attend and advise the Board as to any intended pro- 
ceedings or appearance or application ; and to appear on behalf of 
the Council or any of their officers, or any party in their employ- 
ment, nr police, at any petty sessions court held in the borough, or 
coroner’s court, or magistrates’ inquiry and recorder’s or quarter 
sessions court in relation to Corporation business. Also in appealing 
from any conviction or decree, or decision of any such courts. 
That nlfcosts ordered to be paid by any court in any ease in which 
the Corporation is interested, shall be paid over to the credit of the 
Corporation. And they further recommend that intimation he 
given in the usual way of the vacancy in said office, aud appointing 
a day for the Council to fill up the vacancy.” 

I will now read you the resolution of the 1st Jan- 
uary, 1874 — 

“Moved by Councillor Dinnen, and seconded by Conneillor 
Atkinson, that the report of the police committee adopted by the 
Council on the 1st December last, which provides for the appoint- 
ment of a petty sessions attorney, at a salary not exceeding £200 
a year, be rescinded, and that two attorneys be appointed — one for 
each court, at a salary not exceeding £i00 a year each, or such 
other arrangement as the Conned may approve of on the subject ; 
passed. Poll demanded — for, fourteen ; against, nine.” 

At the same meeting of Council, 1 st J anuary, 1874 — 

“Moved by Councillor Dinnen, and seconded by Councillor 
Atkinson, that the appointment of petty sessions solicitors be post- 
poned until next meeting, and that in the meantime an advertise- 
ment be inserted in the newspapers in accordance with the 
resolution now passed for the appointment' of two solicitors." 



2263. Thera is n/fitrther report of police committee 
presented on the 1st January, 1874, as follows— 
“Notice was published in the newspapers of the intention of the 
Council to appoint an attorney to attend the petty sessions business 
of the Corporation, in the room of William Seeds, esq., resigned. 
The following gentlemen have intimated their willingness to under- 
take the duties if appointed, John Coates, E. O’Rorke Dickey, 
John Coulter, James 31 ‘Lean, junr., and Charles Russell, and the 
committee request tlio Council to make a selection.” 



2264. That occurred between the 1st of January 
and 2nd February ? — Yes ; the next I find is a motion 
moved by Councillor Atkinson, and seconded by Dr. 
Alexander. There were eight aldermen and twenty- 
three Councillors present on the occasion. 

2265. Did you attend that meeting 1 — I did. I 
see I was present. 

2266. A notice of motion was given by one gentle- 
man to appoint two solicitors 1 — There was a resolution 
to appoint two instead of one. 

2267. Was that carried 1 — It was. 

2268. Is there any reference made in it to the 
statement of the magistrates ? — There is not. 

2269. Was there any communication made to the 
public in any way of the change in the arrangement of 
the intention to appoint two solicitors instead of one 
as formerly ? — I am not aware of any. 

2270. Mr. Exham. — W ere they to he appointed on 
the terms of the original report ; because the original 
report of the police committee you can see practically 
required the man to be at the courts every day ? — I 
hold that they are bound to be there every day. 

2271. Mr. Lawless. — Were they appointed under 
the terms of the report of 24th December, 1873 ? — 
Certainly. They accepted their engagement in accor- 
dance with the terms of that report. 

2272. How soon after the appointment was the 
change made on the salaries from £100 a year to 
£150? — I think the £150 was only made during the 
present year. 

2273. Was there an advertisment put in the news- 
papers ? — Yes ; then comes the appointment of Messrs. 
M'Lean and Coulter. You see the appointment was 
not made without notice, though I was not aware of 
the fact. 

2274. Mr. Exham. — I t appears that the report of 
the police committee was adopted on the 1st Decem- 
ber, 1873. What notice is required that a decision of 
the Council is sought to he set aside? — Notice must he 
given on the summons paper to every member of the 
Council of the intention to rescind any resolution. 



2275. Mr. Lawless. — Was there any notice given 

of Mr. Dinnen’s motion ? — Yes ; it must have appeared 
on the summons paper. Before you pass from that sub- 
ject I would just like to call your attention to the 
summons sheet, and to read you another resolution 

“ Sleeting of Council, 2ml February, 1874. Stored by Councillor 
Atkinson, seconded by Alderman Alexander — 1 That Sir. James 
31‘Lcan, jnnr. and Sir. John Coulter, be appointed to conduct the 
business of the petty sessions, quarter sessions and Recorder's court 
and that it be referred to the law and police committee to make 
the necessary arrangements with these gentlemen. Passed unani- 
mously.'” 

227 6. Did the Corporation ever advance a sum of 
£5,000 or £3,000, or any other sum to Dr. Browne 
himself, or to him and other members of the Corpora- 
tion, and if so, to whom, and for what purpose i — I 
caunot fancy anything to which the question you have 
been required to put to me refers, except it be with 
reference to the mayor’s salary, which was paid to six 
of the mayors who filled that office. The mayor’s 
salary was £1,000. 

2277. Was the mayor not paid here for some time? 
— No, he was not. 

2278. In what year was it that a mayor received a 
salary ? — In the year 1865. 

2279. Was any mayor paid up to that year? — No. 

2280. Give us the names of the mayors who received 
the salary of £1,000 each ? — Yes ; John Little, 1865 ; 
William Mullau, 1866 ; David Taylor, 1867 ; S. 
M'Causland, 1868 ; F. H. Lewis, 1869 ; and Dr. S. 
Browne, 1870. Mr. Little gave his salary towards 
the erection of the Albert memorial. 

2281. Has any mayor been paid any salary since 
1S70?— No. 

2282. Mr. Exham. — Did each of those gentlemen, 
including Dr. Browne, receive the £1,000 during their 
year of office ? — They did. 

22S3. Were these payments made c by resolution of 
the Council? — Yes. 

2284. Was there any report from any committee 
suggesting to the Town Council that the mayor should 
be paid a salary the same as in other places ? — It was 
discussed fully in the Corporation at the time, and a 
resolution was passed. 

2285. Was it a resolution for a year only ? — Simply 
for the year. It was discussed fully in the estimates 
for each year. 

2286. Was it renewed for the other years you men- 
tioned ? — Every year there was a fresh vote taken. 

2287. Has it ceased since the year 1870 ? — It has. 

2288. Did they cease to pay the salary by a resolu- 
tion of the Council ? — There” was a division in the 
Council on it, and they decided that they would not 
pay the salary. 

2289. Who was the mayor of Belfast then? — Mr. 
Philip Johnston. 

2290. Was the matter brought forward since 18707 
— The question was not brought in again. 

2291. Did each of the gentlemen you named receive 
in his year of office the £1,000, and no more ? — Just so- 

2292. Was any more money paid to any of these 
gentlemen on any pretence whatever ? — Not a farthing 
that I know of, except what has been paid to Dr. 
Browne as consulting sanitary officer. Mr. Stewart 
mentioned an item yesterday which appeared in the 
borough fund account for the year 1873 as the cost of 
erection of a platform in the Botanic Gardens on the 
occasion of the knighting of the mayor and chairman, 
of the Harbour Board ; but he forgot to draw your 
attention to the opposite side of the account, where 
you will find that the amount was repaid — the work- 
men of the Corporation were employed to do the work, 
but the cost was re-paid. 

2293. Were you in the Corporation in the year 
1864? — I was. 

2294. Do you wish to give any explanation with re- 
gard to the statement that has been made that the Cor- 
poration never carried out the pledge that they certainly 
appear to have given to the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons with regard to bringing in a public 
bill ? — I am not aware of anything requiring the Cor- 
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poration to bring in a public bill for any purpose. The 
Corporation might bring in a private bill. 

2295. After the bill of 1864 was passed, was the 
question of promoting a public or private bill relating 
to the regulation of the affairs of the borough ever con- 
sidered by the Corporation ? — I am under the impres- 
sion that it was considered by the council ; but I be- 
lieve they never settled the heads of any bill. 

2296. Were any steps taken by the council with re- 
ference to getting the heads of any bill settled by the 
arbitrators named to the Select Committee in 1864? — 
I have no recollection of any steps having been taken for 
that purpose. 

2297. Had Mr. Little to whom the Corporation first 
voted a salary as mayor, been engaged in any litigation 
with Mr. Rea before that vote was passed ? — Yes ; he 



prosecuted Mr. Rea at the assizes here and got a ver- 
dict of guilty against him. 

2298. Did he get costs ? — Yes. 

2299. How much? — I could not tell you. 

2300. Was Mr. Mullan one of the special respon- 
dents in Mr. Rea’s information against the Corpora- 
tion? — I think not. 

2301. Was Mr. David Taylor ? — I think not. 

2302. Was Mr. Samuel M'Causland 1 — Yes; lam 
under the impression that he was one of the special re- 
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2303. Was Mi-. Lewis? — He was a special respon- 
dent in that case. 

2304. Was Dr. Browne aspecial respondent? — He was. 
I may add that Mr. Philip Johnston who was mayor in 
1871 was also special respondent, and he got no salary. 



Mr. W, C. Cunningham examined. 



2305. Mr. Lawless. — Are you the clerk of the 
peace here ? — I am. 

2306. When were you appointed clerk of the peace? 
— In the year 1867. Belfast was then created a sepa- 
rate jurisdiction under the Municipal Corporation Act. 

2307. Do you mean the Act of 1840? — Yes. 

2308. By that Act the power was taken from the 
old Corporation and the appointment put into the 
hands of the Lord Lieutenant? — Yes ; it was vested 
in the Lord Lieutenant. There are two appointments 
— the clerk of the peace and the registrar to the re- 
corder. The Lord Lieutenant appoints the clerk of 
the peace and the recorder appoints the registrar. 

2309. How is your salary fixed? — At the time of 
the passing of that Act (3 and 4 Vic., chap. 108) all 
clerks of the peace were paid for their duties (both 
criminal and civil) by fees, and by the 194th section 
of that Act the Town Council are to settle the amount 
of fees as thereby provided. In that Act they simply 
provided for the court then in existence, ancl not for 
any coui-t that might afterwards he constituted. I 
took the opinion of counsel on the subject, and he ad- 
vised that the machinery there provided for fixing the 
salaries of clerks of the peace could not he earned into 
effect, because the fees should be fixed by the council 
six months after the election of the Corporation under 
the Municipal Corporation Act. 

2310. Were there any table of fees in existence 
when you were appointed here? — No. In point of 
fact I did duty as clerk of the peace for a year and a 
half in the criminal court, and only got as fees the 
amount of the crown summonses. 

2311. Was auy table of fees fixed? — No; and if 
there had been they would have gone into my pocket. 

2312. Were the fees paid by the tables of fees in 
the county Antrim ? — No ; by the 6th and 7th 
William TV., the fees for criminal business were 
charged by the Irish Grand Jury Act, and provision 
was thereby made for the payment of salaries to clerks 
of the peace in Ireland for discharging the business, 
and those salaries are still paid ; but after the 31st 
and 32nd Vic., my salary was fixed by the Lord 
Lieutenant in pursuance of its provisions at £200 a 
year. I get this salary for certain specific duties for 
which I was not before paid. I prepared a statement 
of what those duties are, and beg to hand it in to 
you. 

2313. Does this statement contain any of the fees 
you received ? — It refers principally to duties for which 
I was paid nothing — for the summoning of jurors, the 
discharge of criminal business, the preparation of in- 
dictments at the borough sessions court, the arraigning 
of prisoners, and for performing all the duties of clerk 
of the peace in ’ connexion with the criminal business 
of the borough quarter sessions court. 

2314. What amount of fines or fees do you receive 
in the Recorder’s Court ? — I get fees for the duties 
discharged under the Parliamentary Voters and Jurors 
Acts ; also certain sums for Crown summonses 
and other matters at the Crown side ; and these fees 
were never intended to be paid to the Corporation. 



With regard to the sittings of the Recorder’s Court 
there was a very extraordinary statement made, but I 
can show that he is only bound to hold six 0011145 in 
the year. He holds four courts as county chairman. 

2315. Under what legal obligation is he only bound 
to hold six courts in the year ? — By the memorial to 
the Lord Lieutenant’s warrant. To show you that 
Mr. Dinnen is mistakeu, and that the courts are held 
as nearly as possible at equal intervals, I will just call 
your attention to the courts held by Mr. Otway last 
year. He held a county court as chairman on the 13tli 
January, a borough court on the 14th February, and 
one on the 13th March ; a county court on the 15tli 
April, a borough court on the 15th May, and one on 
the 12th June ; a county court on the 10th July, and, 
after vacation, a borough court on the 25th September, 
and county court on the 28th October, and a borough 
court on the 4th December. 

2316. Mr. Exham. — Is it a fact that before the 
borough of Belfast was taken away from the coimty 
Antrim Mr. Chichester got from the Grand Jury a 
salary of £370 a year besides fees ? — Yes. 

2317. Does he get the same salary still? — Yes. 

2318. Does he also get the fees ? — Yes. 

2319. Were not the duties and work of the clerk 
of the peace for the county greatly reduced by the 
taking away of Belfast from the county Antrim ? — Yes. 

2320. Then lie gets the salary of £370 a year, and the 
fees, and £200 a year is paid by tlieborough to you as the 
clerk of the peace for the borough besides ? — That is so. 

2321. Do you discharge your duties in person as 
clerk of tbe peace for the borough ? — I do. I was only 
absent from the borough court at one sessions. 

2322. Have you power to appoint a deputy? — I 
have for the civil side of the court, but not for tbe 
criminal side, except in case of illness. The clerk of 
the peace is one person and the registrar is another. 
In Cork he is the same person. I am bound to attend 
in person as clerk of the peace, but not bound to attend 
in person as registrar. In point of fact I have no 
deputy. I have an assistant, but I sign every decree. 

2323. What power have you as registrar to appoint 
a deputy? — I have the same power as other clerks of the 
peace in Ireland. It has been done by every registrar. 

2324. Have you ever caused your business to be 
performed by deputy except in case of illness ? — Yes. 
I have frequently in the case of civil business, but in 
the case of Crown business I feel myself bound to 
attend. I was not appointed by the Town Council. 
Twenty one out of the twenty-three members of tbe 
Grand Jury signed the recommendation in my favour, 
and that was the way I got my appointment. The 
Government would appoint no person except a solicitor. 

2325. Is not the result that there is an increase to 
the salaries of £200 divided between Mr. Chichester 
and you for the very same work which he did before, 
and the people of Belfast pay this, and Mr. Chichester 
in addition gets all the fees ? — Yes. 

2326. Mr. Lawless. — How much did you receive 
for the last two years from spirit license applications ? 
— I received £123 14s. 6 d. from that source last year 

Q 
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Tlie Reverend Isaac Nelson examined. 



Dtc. as, 1876. 2 3 27. Mt.Lawless. — You are, Ibelieve, a Presbyterian 

The Rev. clergyman ? — Yes, and a large ratepayer residing here, 

lease Nelson. 2328. Do you complain of the sewering and the 
paving of the streets ? — Yes ; I happen to be part 
owner of property in several streets — Canmore-street, 
Chipar-street, and Mountj oy-street. I did everything, 
as I understood, that the Corporation required in Cnu- 
more-street, and was the first person in that street who 
had completed the work in connexion with his property 
over which the Corporation had any control. At the 
end of some time, however, they took proceedings 
against me in the Court of Queen’s Bench for £91 for 
work they alleged they had done for me. 1 did as much 
myself for £4 or £5, 1 should say. 

2329. Were not these proceedings taken against you 
in 1 872 1 — I believed I had finished that street in 1 87 0, 
and these law proceedings were taken in 1S72. Here 
is a letter I wrote to Mr. Black on the 30th of July, 
1872— 

“ Sin, — In November Inst you issued a summous and plaint 
against me, requiring me to finish Canmore-street, of Tvliicli you 
kuow nothing and care less. As guarantee for the outlay of £~> or 
£6 you require the sum of .£01 Os. ad. to be placed in the coffers of 
the Council, and you modestly ask 7s. (id. for your own trouble. 

I requested that two or three members of the Improvement Com- 
mittee would come and decide on the mode of doing the work. This 
you refused, but in your sovereign clemency yon granted a delay of 
three weeks to finish the street. I completed the work within the 
given time, and under the direction of James Donnelly, the only 
surveyor who seemed to take any interest in the work. Tou now 
furnish me with a bill of costs, and threaten to mark judgment in 
the action. I now warn you, and will charge nothing for the advice, 
at your peril individually, and at the peril of the Town Council, 
not to proceed further with law or expense until I am informed 
definitely and legally whether or not Canmore-street lias been 
accepted as completed and done by the Town Council. "When you 
lay this communication before the Improvement Committee and 
send their answer, you will hear more from 

“Isaac Nei-son. 

“Mr. Samuel Black, Town Solicitor.” 

Dp to this hour I have never received an answer as 
to whether or not they consider the street finished. 
There is a communication of a hurried sort from Mr. 



Black, saying that he would accept the street asfinished : 
but I believe that if they chose to proceed to put me 
to law again, I have no means of proving that that 
street is finished. With respect to Canmore-street, I 
complain that I have been subjected to unnecessary 
expense by the Corporation. They went so far as to 
direct me to bring the water from the Shankill-road to 
Canmore-street. 

2330. Mr. Exham. — Did they require you to make 
a sewer ? — They did, and I made it. The sewer they 
ordered me to make I objected to make. With regard 
to Cupar-street, that street is not finished to this hour, 
owing to the confused and absolutely preposterous 
manner in which first one and then another gives direc- 
tions as to what they require. Some of the houses in 
Cupar-street are not tenanted. 

2331 . Is Cupar-street completed ? — It is not ; and yet 
the expense for doing so was paid to the town solicitor. 

2332. What have you paid ? — About £10 or so. 

2333. What work was to be done for that ? — I can- 
not say. But my complaint is that they put one to 
law expenses without any necessity for it. 

2334. Has the work for which the £10 was required 
been done ? — In a great measure, but not all. They 
wanted me to build a parapet wall which would have 
been four feet up in front of my houses, but I refused. 

2335. What has been done with regard to Mount- 
joy-street 1 — In that street the work is unfinished. It 
has cost me in law expenses alone £17 or £18. The 
people opposite me have not done tlieirwork,but I have. 

2336. Cannot you call upon the Improvement Com- 
mittee to make these other people do their portion of 
the work ? — I declined ever to appear before the Im- 
provement Committee until they determined the truth 
or untruth of my original statement. 

2337. Are yon dissatisfied with the way in which 
the Corporation ofiicials cany on their work in regard 
to the streets ? — T am dissatisfied with the outlay ; we 
are plundered by the way they go on. 



Mr. William 
O’Hara. 



Mr. William O’ 

2338. Are you a ratepayer in Belfast? — Yes; for 
the last twelve years. 

2339. And are you engaged in any trade or business? 
— I am a merchant tailor and general draper in Old 
Lodge-road. 

2340. Is it in relation to that street that you desire 
to give evidence ? — Yes. It is a street about an eighth 
of a mile long, and there is only one crossing — at 
Townsend-street — the entire length of the thoroughfare, 
which is crossed by, I should say, from ten to twelve 
streets. Immediately opposite my door a stream passes — 
the stream in relation to which Mi-. Carlisle gave evidence 
— that goes from Agnes-street to Fairy’s Well. At the 
point opposite my door there is an open ban-el sewer 
into which it flows. In Fortingall-street there is no 
sewer, except an open gutter, and the water flows down 
from it into this place, and the water also coming down 
the Old Lodge-road, runs into it, and three or four 
pipes empty into it also. Well, the result is, that if 
there is an hour’s continuous rain the doors of the 
houses all along the street for a considerable distance 
are flooded two feet up. In some of the private houses 
I have seen the doors covered with dirt and clay three 
feet up during heavy rainfall in the middle of summer. 
Indeed atniglitthepeople aresometimes roused up out of 
their beds in consequence of the flooding of their houses. 

2341. Mr. Exham. — Is this an open sewer ? Is 
there sewage matter there? — Yes; there are three 
sewerage pipes running into it opposite my door. 

2342. Where do those pipes come from ? — One car- 
ries away the sewage matter from the property adjoin- 
ing the place near where I am living. 

2343. What is the name of that property ? — It is part 
of the Old Lodge-road ;the houses commence at 176 and 
run up to 190 or 200 ; and the sewage matter from that 
property is conveyed by the pipe I have alluded to. 

2344. Who owns that property 1 — Part of it is owned 
by a gentleman named Kelso. 



’Hara examined. 

2345. Is there any main sewer in that road? — I 
cannot speak definitely with regard to that ; my own 
impression is that there is not. 

2346. Is there a bad smell arising from this open 
sewer? — Yes, very bad. 

2347. Have the sanitary officials ever looked after 
it 1 — Yes ; from the King-street factory down to this 
point it was formerly open the whole way. Recently 
it has been piped down and now there is just a sort of 
rough opening left where it gets into the old barrel. 

2348. Have you got the benefit of the open sewer 
opposite you? — Yes. 

2349. Is there any pipe sewer from your house ? — 
I have a pipe sewer into the Bedegue-street sewer ; 
but whether that is connected with the main sewer or 
not I cannot tell. 

2350. Mr. Lawless. — Is the Old Lodge-road long 
built ? — I suppose it is one of the oldest thoroughfares 
in the town. The upper portion is not, however, so 
long built. I may observe that there is part of the 
footpath just behind the county court-house, on the 
opposite side of the street from the county court-house 
which is nothing more or less than a mud embankment. 
There is not even a kerbstone along the edge of that 
portion of the footpath. 

2351. How long has that remained so? — It has been 
in that condition ever since the road was made. There 
has never been anything done to it since the property 
was built. 

2352. Mr. Lawless. — W ho is the owner of it? — I 
do not know. 

2353. Mr. Exham. — Did you ever complain to tlie 
Corporation about it ? — No, I did not. With reference 
to some of the streets referred to in evidence yesterday 
evening — L ady-street, Ton-street, and Slade-street, I may 
remark that I am perfectly familiar with the, condition 
of them, and all that has been stated about them is true. 

2354. What do you know about those streets?— 
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Well, they were described as a swamp. I do not think 
that term describes them at all ; they are a perfect 
nuisance. Lady-street in particular, is one perfect 
mass of nuisances of every description. I suppose 
there are upwards of thirty cart-loads of rubbish de- 
posited there off the streets of the town. 

2355. How long have the houses there been inhabited? 
— About three years ago they were first tenanted. 

2356. Has the road been left in the condition you 
describe all that time 1 — Yes ; I have passed through 
it week after week, and when 1 heard Mr. Browne 
give his evidence I felt as if a blind had passed over 
my eyes, and after the Court rose I went again 
and looked at those streets, and saw the state they were 
in ; and I now state positively that they are in a fear- 
ful state. The only attempt at the formation of a road 
is the laying down of a kerbstone on the edge of each 
footway, but the roadway itself is as I have said a per- 
fect mass of nuisances of every description. Owing to the 
quantities of road dirt deposited there, the roadways are 
on a level with the kerbing, but if you went to walk on 
it you would sink down at least ankle deep in the filth. 



2357. How long do you say the houses in these 
streets have been inhabited? — About three years as far 
as my recollection goes, that is about the time Lady- 
street was inhabited. The houses were inhabited as 
soon as a fire could be lit in them. 

2358. Do the people pay rent ? — Oh, yes. 

2359. To whom? — I do not know. 

2360. To whom do these houses belong 1 — Some of 
them to Mr. Browne who is a member of the Improve- 
ment Committee. I may observe that in my opinion 
the whole surface water from the fields appeal’s to be 
conveyed into those streets, and if it was taken away 
by proper sewers, then Lady-street, Ton-street, and 
Slade-street would be better fit for habitation. 

2361. Is the owner of those houses a man of means 
sufficient to enable him to do his portion of the work ? 
— There can be no doubt about his ability, if he has 
the inclination to do what he is bound to do. 

2362. Is there a sufficient fall from those streets to 
enable them to be drained ? — There is ; they could 
easily get a proper level for the sewer. 



Belfast. 
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Mr. Thomas Gaffikin examined. 



2363. Mr. Lawless. — Are you a member of the 
Town Council ? — Yes. 

2364. What are the points upon which you wish 
to be examined ? — I wish to state that I have known 
the Lagan for the last sixty years, and have been 
walking in its neighbourhood during that time. I 
remember the time when fish were alive in it. As the 
population in its vicinity increased and mills were 
built, the stream became polluted. The principal 
sewage that polutes it is taken at the south-west side, 
where there is great drainage from the warehouses, 
colleges, &c., and that is taken into the Lagan. If the 
Pound Burn was diverted before it joined the Black- 
staff, the Blaekstaff would never be polluted. 

2365. Mr. Exham. — Do you know any reason why 
the Pound Bum has not been diverted ? — Well, since 
1870 the Blaekstaff has been the subject of a variety 
of schemes. In that year Mr. Montgomery produced 
a plan — I believe it was approved of by Mr. Bazalgette 
— for a new system of sewerage for the entire town. 
That would cause an increase of the rates to a very 
large sum. By that scheme, to a portion of which I 
was opposed, it was intended to relieve the Blaekstaff, 
by taking the nuisance of the Pound Bum out of it, at a 
high level by sewer, and itwould,to a very great extent, 
have that effect ; but no plan has as yet been adopted. 

2366. Do you think that this plan would, to a 
certain extent, cany out that end?— -Yes ; a portion 
of that plan, if carried out, would have relieved the 
Blaekstaff and Pound Burn ; but in connexion with 
that, I may say that the Blaekstaff was made a lever 
for a whole number of Acts of Parliament, and the 
Blaekstaff has got more blame than it deserved. It 
was made use of when it was proposed to go in for 
an Act of Parliament in 1870, for the sewerage of 
the entire town, and the reclaiming of the sloblands 
of the river at Holywood on the one side, and 
Macedon on the other. That scheme would have been 
a source of great expense, and the Town Council, in 
my opinion, had nothing to do with it. 

2367. Mr. Lawless. — How is the Blaekstaff 
polluted by the Pound Bum ? — The Pound Bum gets 
its name from being a clear stream, which used to run 
through the fields where cattle were impounded. As 
mills and factories were built, and the population in- 
creased, the sewage was divei-ted into it, and it -has 
been made an open sewer for the last thirty years. It 
flows into the Blaekstaff, which is also polluted in a 
similar way, and that increases the nuisance, and the 
Blaekstaff then, with the addition from the Pound 
Bum, flows into the Lagan. 

2368. How many mills are now along the Pound 
Bum ? — Several. I may say that the drainage from 
them and the several streets which discharge into the 
Bum has made it a common, and in some places, an 
open sewer instead of a clear stream. 



2369. Is the sewerage stuff in the Pound Bum used 
for mill purposes? — Yes; the works of the mill 
owners being close beside it, it is used for mill pur- 
poses. At the present time of year, however, the 
Blaekstaff is not objectionable. Thei-e is no more 
nuisance in it at present than there is in the water 
down the Belfast Lough. 

2370. Have you been a long time a member of the 
Corporation 1 — Yes ; nearly twenty years. 

2371. Was there any influence or power existing in 
the Coi’poration that prevented them from setting to 
work and organizing the cleansing of the Pound 
Bum, and preventing it going into the Blaekstaff'? — I 
do not know of any. 

2372. Do you believe thei’e was anything of the 
kind ? Do you believe there was any influence in the 
Corporation that prevented the Pound Bum from 
being propeily drained, aixd prevented it from ran- 
lxing into the Blaekstaff ? — I am not awai’e of any. 

2373. Mr. Exham. — Are you on the improvement 
committee ? — I am. I was its. chairman for some time. 

2374. Is there any influence thei’e which prevents 
the provisions of the Act of 1865 from being carried 
out with respect to not allowing houses to be occupied 
until the streets, &c., ax-e made as required by 75th sec- 
tion of the Act of Parliament ? — I do not know of any. 

2375. Why then do not the committee carry out 
the provisions of the Act? — That I cannot tell. ' : 

2376. Mi-. O’Neill told us yesterday that he was 
called upon by notice by the improvement committee 
to do some paving work or something of that kind in 
Boss-street, Peel-street, and Mayor-street. There 
were some other streets in the neighbourhood which 
were the property of Mr. Bi’owne or one of the firm 
of which he is a member. Mix’. O’Neill was made to 
complete his streets long ago, while Mr. Browne’s 
are not completed yet. I want to know was the 
question of ordering Mr. Browne or his firm to com- 
plete their streets ever brought before the improve- 
ment committee? — I don’t recollect distinctly, but 
when I was chairman of the committee I certainly 
did my best to get those streets completed. 

2377. Were you overruled when you wanted to 
have them completed — were you out-voted ? — I do not 
recollect how it happened. 

2378. Is it a fact that there are five timber and 
slate merchants and two builders on the improvement 
committee, and that they are concerned largely in 
building operations in the town, and derive a large 
profit from such buildings, and that by the influence 
of those persons the surveyor does not put the Act 
of Parliament into force with l-egard to the streets 
where they have ; built? — I do not know that those 
persons coidd have much influence on the city sur- 
veyor, but at the same time I must confess that I 
woidd on many occasions have preferred that there 
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Belfast. were not so many men in that line of business on the 
Dec. 23, 187 g. improvement committee. 

Mr Thomas 2379. Mr. O’Neill informed us yesterday that he 
raifikin. bought some property in that district, and that before 
he got it at all the houses were inhabited and the 
street paved to a certain extent, but that he was 
called upon notwithstanding that to do it better, and 
he stated that an action was brought against him for 
£58 for the cost of his share of the work, while an 
action was not brought against Mr. Browne although he 
owed £9S; and he complained that while the improve- 
ment committee took those proceedings against him 
they had allowed Mr. Browne to set his houses with- 
out having made the steeets or provided the matters 
required by the 75th section of the Act, and that his 
houses are inhabited for the last three years, while he 
lias never been made to comply with the Act. Do you 
know anything of that % — No ; those three or four 
streets were laid out, and had houses built and in- 
habited while I was absent from the Council. I was 
only re-elected again last year. 

2380. Were you present on the 2nd of February 
last at a meeting of the Town Council when a dis- 
cussion took place with reference to an increase of the 
salaries of some of the officers of the Corporation ? — 
I think I remember that. 

2381. Did you ever see a report of your own speech 
on that occasion. Do you remember the question of 
the salary of Mr. De Cobain being increased ? — Yes : 
I was opposed to that. 

2382. Was it suggested at that time that there 
was any increase of duty or labour cast upon Mr. 
De Cobain which justified an increase of salary to 
him ? — It was not, and I was not aware of any. 

2383. It has been stated to us that you spoke as 
follows at that meeting : — 

“ I am opposed to any increase of the salaries of the officials at 
present. If the gentlemen who occupied their comfortable offices for a 
few hours in the day were aware of the difficulties business people had 
to contend with in paying the taxes they would not be shouting out 
for big salaries. One of the officers in particular, Mr. De Cobam, had 
caused all this row, and all these meetings with respect to salaries ; 
and his qualifications, except in a political or electioneering point of 
view, did not justify his claim upon the Council.” 

Is that a correct report of your observations on that 
occasion ? — I think that is correct. 

23S4. Did you consider Mr. De Cobain justified in 
applying for an increase of salary ? — I tlid not. 

2385. Was there any allegation made at that time, 
or statement put forward upon his part as stated here 
to-day by Mr. Black, that the salary of the cashier of 
the gasworks was £500 a year, and that Mr. De 
Cobain considered that he ought to be placed upon 
something like an equality with that officer ? — I do 
remember something about that. 

2386. Why did you state that Mr. De Cobain’s quali- 



fications were of a political or electioneering character ? 
— Because I knew them to be so. 

2387. In what way ? — By his canvassing in every 
way in his power, by his attending Conservative meet- 
ings, and making himself as influential as possible with 
reference to every change that took place in the Town. 
Council. 

2388. Do you know that of your own knowledge ? 
—Ido. 

2389. Were you a member of the Town Council 
when Mr*. Dinnen moved his resolution to the effect 
that none of the officials should interfere in political 
matters save by recording their votes ? — I was, and I 
voted for that motion. 

2390. Is it a fact that when Mr. Dinnen brought 
forward Iris resolution at that meeting, and stated it as 
his belief tliatthe officials of the Corporation did inter- 
fere in election contests, that that statement was empha- 
tically contradicted on the part of the officers, and that 
the reason why the resolution was not carried was 
alleged to be that it was known to he untrue to assert 
that the officers interfered in political matters ? — Yes, 
but I voted for the motion because I knew the state- 
ment to be true — that the officers did interfere at 
elections. 

2391. Were you put out of the Town Council ? — Y es. 

2392. When were you put out? — I was out all of 
the year 1875. I was put out in November, 1874. 

2393. When did you get in again? — In the next 
November. 

2394. You said you were aware that Mr. De Cobain 
interfered in election affairs ; of your own knowledge 
did Mr. De Cobain interfere adversely to you in the 
election at which you were put out ? — He did. 

2395. Did any other officers of the Corporation? — 
There was a feeling among the officers tlrat I should 
not be in the Town Council. 

2396. Do you include Mr. Montgomery or Mr. 
Black in that statement, as you named the officers of 
the Corporation in general %— No, I do not ; I do not 
call those gentlemen officers of the Corporation. They 
are independent professional gentlemen. 

2397. Was your reason for saying that on many 
occasions you would have preferred fewer gentlemen 
in the timber and slate trade and builders being on the 
improvement committee, that their own personal inte- 
rests used to interfere with the discharge of their duties 
as members of the Corporation? — Well yes ; but not 
grossly; but to some extent there is no doubt that it did. 

2398. When you say there was a feeling among the- 
officers of the Corporation, that you should not be re- 
elected, had you done anything directly or indirectly 
beyond what you believed it to be your duty to do 
against those persons? — No ; quite the contrary. 



Mr. Michael Shiels examined. 



2399. Are you a ratepayer here? — I am; and I 
have expended about £2,500 in building in the outside 
districts of Belfast. 

2400. Do yorr wish to give evidence as to the con- 
dition of any particular part of the town Yes. Mr. 
W. Riddell and Mr. Easdale, two very large rate- 
payers and I, went before the gas committee last year 
and requested them to have the gas light extended as 
far as the borough cemetery on the Falls-road. It is 
the width of a road immediately outside of the muni- 
cipal boundary. 

240 1 . We were told that if we could give a guarantee 
that the tenants that would occupy the houses that I 
then had built would take the gas, that they would 
take the matter into their consideration, and that at 
that time, as it was the light season of the year, per- 
haps they would see their way to extend the main 
fifty yards, which is the distance from the last lamp, 
to accommodate my tenants. 

2402. Was anything done after that? — There lias 
been nothing done yet. 

2403. Did they ask you to join in the expense of 
the mains ? — I had no right to do so. I will certainly 



dispute the payment of the police rate unless I am 
lighted as well as watched. 

2404. Are your houses to which you wish the bene- 
fit of the gas extended within the municipal limits ? — 
Yes, considerably, a quarter of a mile. 

2405. Why do you want it brought outside 1 — I do 
not want it brought outside. 

2406. Did you not want it brought to the borough 
cemetery? — Yes ; but only as far as the municipal 
boundary extends, which almost adjoins the cemetery. 
In other portions of Belfast, where aristocratic people 
live, they have the gas much further extended than 
we have. 

2407. Is there not any supply of gas now from the 
Corporation works to the locality where your property 
is situate ? — No. 

2408. Mr. Exham. — What length of road is there 
without a lamp ? — After you pass my door there are no 
lamps for a quarter of a mile from the boundary. 

2409. And are there houses for that distance? — 
There are. 

2410. Is the lamp at your door the one farthest 
out along that road ? — Yes, the farthest. I have, I 
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may mention, other property, even fifty yards further 
out, and I cannot get light for it. I also say I think 
there should be £1,000, or at least £800 a year struck 
off the salaries of the overpaid officials of the Town 
Council, and that the men who are doing the real 
work — the liard-working men — should get advances to 
their present salaries. I also am of opinion that the 
position of an officer of the Corporation should be pro- 
perly valued, and that on his appointment lie ought to 



know the salary he would receive, and be told that he 
should not be asking for advances. 

2411. Do you say thatsalaiies should not be increased 
when once the men are appointed, no matter how long 
they may have served ? — I do. After having been in 
Europe, Asia, Africa, and America, the large amount of 
taxation which I am liable for here makes me afraid to 
look at the pile of houses I have built, and makes me often 
wish I could have my money back and leave the town. 



Belfast. 
Dec. 22, 187S. 

Mr. Michael 
Shiels. 



Mr. James Wallace examined. 



2412. Are you a ratepayer in the town? — Yes. 

2413. And you wish to give evidence with regard 
to the police ? — Yes ; I would be veiy sorry to see the 
Royal Irish Constabulary force here superseded or re- 
moved, and I do not at all coincide with anything that 
has been said about their maladministration. We 
could not do with less than 400 j and the £16,000 
which they cost by no means represent what would 
have to be paid for a local force. A local force of 400 
men would cost more than the present force. The 
sum that would have to be paid for a force, even equal 
in number to the present, would be much larger than 
the present expenditure. 

2414. Do you think it is better that the control of 
the police force in this town should be in the hands of 



the Government, and not in the hands of the Corpo- 
ration 1 — Unquestionably. 

2415. Can you say of your own knowledge that 
that feeling is largely shared in by the ratepayers ? — 
I think it is pretty largely shared in. There are 
some parties who would wish them superseded and a 
new force appointed under the control of the Cor- 
poration, but I think that wish is from a partisan 
point of view. With reference to the complaints on 
the subject of the Corporation not having sufficient 
water to flush the sewers, I complain that there is a 
large quantity of water that could be collected and 
used for that purpose if proper means were adopted. 

2416. Do you then complain of the present manage- 
ment of the Corporation in this respect ? — I do. 



Mr. James 
Wallace. 



Mr. William M'Cormick examined. 



2417. Are you a ratepayer? — I am. 

2418. What do you wish to give evidence in relation 
to ? — In the first instance with regard to Victoria Park. 

2419. Where is that park? — It is at the extreme 
end of Ballymacarrett, on the county Down side of the 
borough. I am here to complain that it has not been 
made a public park. 

2420. Is it the property of the Corporation l — It is 
not, but I believe it ought to be, and there is a diffi- 
culty between the Harbour Board, as to who ought 
to be the possessors or finishers of the park. The 
Harbour Board in 1854, obtained an Act of Parlia- 
ment for the purpose of enabling them to reclaim 



ground in that neighbourhood, on the express con- 
dition, that portion of it was to be made into a public 
park for the people, and I know that at the time they 
were getting signatures to their memorial to go before 
Parliament, they had accompanying that memorial 
very pretty plans of a park made out, and in that way 
they obtained signatures to the memorial with which 
they went before Parliament. The ground has been re- 
claimed, but the park is not yet made. The matter has 
been several times brought before the Corporation, but 
the park has never been handed over to the Council. 

2421. Was it to have been handed over to the 
Corporation ? — Yes. 



Mr. William 
M'Cormick. 



Mr. Samuel Black re-examined. 



2422. Can you explain the reason this park has 
never been handed over to the Corporation? — I can 
explain that. There was an ommissua in the Act 
obtained by the Harbour Commissioners. There was 
no provision made in the Harbour Act of 1854 — the 
17th and 18th Victoria, chap. 45, sec. 20, — by which 
the Commissioners could hand over tire park to any- 



one, but we have lately applied under the provisions 
of the Public Parks Act for this park to be handed 
over to the Corporation, and the Harbour Commis- 
sioners have referred the matter to a committee of 
their- body, so tliat the matter is in fact in process of 
su-rangement at the present time. 



Mr. Samuel 
Black. 



Mr. William M'Cormick re-examined. 



2423. I am glad to learn that that is so, as this 
park would he the most healthy part of Belfast, as it 
is some miles down the lough. With regard to the 
manure dep&fc, I think it is most deplorable that 
that nuisance should be allowed to exist. It is at the 
central railway, along the bank of the T.n.«n ) .n ; quite 
convenient to the Blackstaff. It is one of the prin- 
cipal thoroughfares by which people get into Belfast, 
on the county Down side of the river.' It is also 
lying close to the public markets, and I think that 
the Town Council should take immediate steps for the 
purpose of having it removed. It is almost impossible 
to go across that central railway bridge in summer time 
the effluvium is so great that arises from it. In summer 
the effluvium is never away from it, and it is intolerable 
when one passes along that central railway bridge which 
is twenty or thirty feet above it. 

2424. Are there any bouses in its proximity? 

There are — a great many by the side of, and all around 
it. I wish also to state that between one-fourth and 
one-fifth of the ratepayers of the town are entirely 
unrepresented on the Council. The majority of the 
working classes, ratepayers of this town, think it very 



strange that they are denied privileges in connexion 
with the franchise that are enjoyed by their fellow 
workmen in England and Scotland. 

2425. I believe you desire to make a statement con- 
cerning the assessors? — Yes. The working classes of 
this town some years ago put in a gentleman in whom 
they had confidence, and, strange to say, what was 
hitherto unknown in the Corporation of Belfast, the 
fee that had been paid by the Corporation up to that 
time was refused to him. 

2426. Can yon give the date when that occurred ? — 
I cannot say exactly ; four or five years ago. 

2427. Who did the working classes elect? — Mr. 
Charles H. Ward as one of the borough assessors. 

2428. Do you say that the Corporation refused to 
pay him his salary?— Yes ; and he occupied the posi- 
tion for two years. The working classes of the town 
were most indignant that he was not paid. 

2429. Did Ike Corporation refuse to pay him for 
the entire time ? — They did. 

2430. Upon what ground? — I cannot say. The salary 
liadbeenpaidfor years before to men who were considered 
by some to be in abetter position than Mr. Ward was. 



Mr. William 
M'Cormick. 



Dr. E. D. Gribbin examined. Dr. E. D. 

2431. Mr. Lawless. — I believe you are a physician the sanitary state of the town? — Yes. I wish to state 0ribllin ' 

** — aD ?' that for the last quarter of a century, and above that 

-<432. Do you wish to be examined in relation to period, I have been practising as a physician and sur- 
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Belfast. 
Die. J2, 1676. 

Dr. E. l>. 
Gribl.il>. 



gc-ou iu this town, and I know in the course of my 
practice that fever has occasionally cropped up, and 
sporadic cholera has also appeared, in the district ad- 
joining tiie Blaekstaff. My attention has been directed 
to watching those diseases for some years past, and I 
have seen ten, fifteen, and twenty cases of those dis- 
eases in that neighbourhood. There has been nothing- 
done by the Corporation in the way of mitigating the 
evils attendant upon the condition of the Blaekstaff. 

2433. Do you attribute the prevalence of those dis- 
eases to the condition of the Blaekstaff? — Well, I 
have remarked when the cases first cropped up they 
occurred in the vicinity of the Blaekstaff. I recollect 
the disease attacking the people living on one side of 
Cromac-street, and also some families in the neighbour- 
hood. I would suggest that at a small expense the 
evil might be greatly mitigated. I am aware that 
many members of the Town Council are as anxious as 
I am to mitigate the evil. I attach no blame to the 
sanitary committee, nor do I attach any blame to the 
sanitary officers that are now connected with it. I 
have had on different occasions to apply' to them in 
order to have grievances remedied when they came 
under my notice, and I always found them most zeal- 
ous and painstaking officers. I would suggest that at 
a small expeuse the evil might be mitigated or abated. 
Supposing they commenced at the Corporation pro- 
perty — the gasworks — and flagged the bottom of the 
Blaekstaff, and filled up the deep cesspools that are to 
be found along its course, and made an inclined level, 
so that when a high tide would rise it would sweep 
down all the offensive matter that had collected. That 
could he accomplished by deepening the channel below 
the Corporation property at the gasworks. I also wish 
to refer to the smoke nuisance. I know a respectable 
family living in an adjoining street, and adjoining their 



premises is an establishment in which are four smoking 
compartments. In those places the ingredients used are 
sawdust and wheaten straw. From the imperfect com- 
bustion which takes place when you expose those two 
articles to heat a noxious fcetic vapour is given off that 
is almost unbearable. That smoking process is carried 
on there for the smoking of American hams and bacon. 
The nuisance is generally’ carried on at night, and the 
faitic vapour is intolerable. 

2434. Is it dangerous to health? — I really believe 
it is. I know one establishment where four smoking 
vents are in operation. I attach no blame to the Cor- 
poration staff. I did expect that there would be some 
remedy for it, hut the person who committed the nui- 
sance got into the Town Council, and I believed it was 
useless to appeal to a Board where one of the judges 
was the culprit. 

2435. Do you mean to say that the gentleman who 
was carrying on this establishment and causing this 
nuisance was a member of the sanitary committee of 
this Corporation ? — Yes, I know that of my own know- 
ledge. 

2430. Was his attention ever called to it ? — Often ; 
and that party is at present the owner of the establish- 
ment which adjoins the 'parties’ private dwelling house to 
which I have alluded, and I have not the least doubt 
that it is injurious to health. 

2437. Are there more of these establishments in the 
town?— I have only referred to this one, which has 
come under my observation. I believe it this gentle- 
man had not been a member of the sanitary committee, 
the evil would have been removed long since. 

2438. Did you call the attention of the sanitary 
officer to this matter ? — I did, both to-day and yester- 
day. He is not to be blamed ; if he could have remedied 
it he would have done so long ago. 



Mr. John Robb. 



Mr. John Robb examined. 



2439. Mr. Lawless. — I understand you wish to give 
evidence as to the differential rate between large and 
small house property ? — My opinion is that it militates 
very much against the better description of property 
iu Belfast. 

2440. Can you shortly state in what respect you 
think so ? — There are a class of property owners who 
find that the large taxes injure their property to a 
considerable extent. Of course an increased tax will 
considerably militate against the letting of the property 
they are building below a certain class, and consequently 
it increases the rate upon the better classes of property. 

2441. Do you think it is a kind of premium upon 
the better class of property % — Yes ; a kind of premium. 

2442.. Do you say that from then- construction and 
build the houses are not valued at as fair a valuation 
as if they were better built ? — Of course when they 
come under a certain value it decreases the valuation 
considerably. 

2443. According to your knowledge of Belfast, is a 
re-valuation of the entire borough desirable ? — I have 
no doubt of it. 

2444. Do you think, having regard to the present 
day, that the rateable value of the town has increased 
very much! — Yes, on some properties — properties which 
have been valued a long time since. 

2445. Do you think that the old property is not 
paying its fail' share of rates according to its present 
letting value ? — It certainly is not. I think the differ- 
ential rate bears very heavily on the owners of pro- 
perty. Independent of that the Water Commissioners 
seem to have arranged things in such a way that the 
large properties will ultimately pay the entire of the 
water taxes ; in fact. I had it from their clerk yesterday 
that that was their aim. I can give you evidence that 
would convince you of it. (The witness here gave 
some details as to the different rates for water charged 
by the Water Comniissioners, hut we do not insert it 
as we considered it beyond the scope of our inquiry.) 
There is one thing in connexion with the sanitary 
matters to which I desire to call attention. The firm 



of which I am a member has a place where many of 
our young men lodge, aud unfortunately a person who 
manufactures tobacco is next to us. He has turned 
an ordinary chimney of his premises into a Hue which 
he uses in the manufacture of tobacco. I hold that 
where young men have to sleep the air ought to be 
kept as pure as possible, and when the chimney of a 
dwelling-house close beside them is used for the purpose 
I have named, the Council ought to interfere. I brought 
the subject under their notice, but they have done 
nothing in the matter. As I have said the ordinary 
flue of the house has been turned into a chimney for a 
furnace employed in the manufacture of tobacco. I 
think that is dangerous both to property and health, 
for there is a high flame and sparks coming out at the 
top of the chimney. I am astonished that the Council 
have not interfered in tills instance, and put a stop to 
this dangerous nuisance. There are a number of things 
in connexion with our town matters that I think 
should be changed. I think it puts a great deal of 
labour unnecessarily upon our town surveyor to have 
the purchasing of materials of a great many things 
without advertising for them. Hundreds of pounds 
worth of materials of different classes are evidently 
bought in this way, for there is not an advertisement 
of any kind for them, and I think that is a system 
which is liable to lead to a great many abuses. I 
think it is open for people to contract for these mate- 
rials. Take stone, for instance. I assert that our 
surveyor takes stone without regard to quality, and 
that is quite injurious to our streets. I think the 
Council should advertise for that material They take 
these stones irregularly as they get them, and they 
have men to spread them, who sometimes are standing 
idle for hours, not having any to spread. I think this 
is a department in which there should be advertising, 
and thus a great deal of money would be saved for the 
town in the way of labour alone. 

2446. Do you think the streets could be 'kept in 
better repair by. contract? — Yes; or otherwise 1 that 
they should advertise for all the materials. 
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Samuel Black re-examined. 

2447. What do you wish to state in answer to Mr. We have got some by contract frequently. The fact 
Robb’s evidence on this point ? — I wish to state that is, we took some stones from Mr. Rohb himself, but 
everything is taken by contract where it is possible, they were too coarse for us. 

Mr. Robb’s examination resumed. 



244S. The quality of the stone is very indifferent, 
one load being good and another bad, and these are 
emptied one beside the other. From what I have 
heard from others they have only one contractor, who 
seems to be a favourite with the Town Council, for- 
making streets, and I have heard several contractors 
complain and say that he was evidently a favourite, 
and that there was no use in their attempting to obtain 
any work from the Council. 

2449. What is his name? — Campbell. I think 

from the great number of materials ordered by the 
town surveyor I think they should be advertised for, 
and more narrowly looked after for the benefit of the town. 

2450. Did you never see an advertisement for these 
contracts ? — Never. 

2451. Would it be possible to get good stones 
delivered in the town ? — I do not see any difficulty in 
the way of arranging to get them from four or five in- 
dividuals, so that they might calculate upon the men 
being employed. There is another matter I have to 
complain of. At one time we put in plans for a pro- 
jecting window in a house in Castle-place, before the 
Town Council, and they were approved of. After we 
had gone to the expense of putting it up we were 
noticed to take it down. Afterwards the matter was 



fougbt out, and it was arranged ultimately that it 
should be allowed to remain ; hut to the present day 
I see a number of places equally as bad, nor do we 
hear of them being taken any notice of at all, and 
they remain undisturbed. I could mention as one 
instance of that, a house in Queen’s-square which is 
worse than ours, and it never was deemed an obstruc- 
tion. 

2452. Upon what grounds were you noticed 1 — The 
Town Council, in their absolute power, judged it an 
obstruction. 

2453. What was the obstruction ? — We got notice 
about our premises on account of a small circular pro- 
jection into the street. After we went to the expense 
of constructing it, they wanted us to take it down, 
and we refused because they had passed the plans, and 
we showed them the note we had from them to that 
effect. We, of course, refused, having gone to about 
.£1,000 worth of expense in the matter, and had 
ordered our circular plate-glass. Well, they judged it 
an obstruction, and because they did so they thought 
they could make us do away with it. They proceeded 
to law, and it could not he taken from us. But there 
are, as I have said, many other obstructions with 
which they have not interfered. 



Mr. S. Black re-examined. 



2454. Mr. Robb foi-gets to state to you that when 
his plan was submitted with this projection it was 
disapproved ; but it is quite true that a circular was 
sent to him from the town clerk’s office, stating that 
the plan was approved instead of stating that it was 
disapproved. It came before the Council immediately 
afterwards, and the plan was disapproved, and the 



fact was published in the public prints, and Mr. 
Robb’s attention called to it, but after that he went 
on with the building. He relied on the technicality 
that was afforded him by the error contained in the 
circular that was sent him. As far as the prosecution 
is concerned there was no truth in that. 



Examination of Mi-. Robb resumed. 



2455. I want to show that there appears to he an 
animus as regards tlie Town Council, because there are 
other obstructions equally as great as ours, of which 
they do not take any notice. 

2456. Do you think that course arises from a feel- 
ing of animosity ? — I have long come to that con- 



clusion, and so have other people as well. They 
proceeded against us about six lamps outside another 
building of ours, which they also deemed an obstruc- 
tion. If every person was treated alike I should not 
object, hut they are not. 



Mr. Black re-examined. 

2457. If they had consented to keep these lamps when the premises were closed for business, and then 
alight as long as the ordinary street lamps we would the lamps became an obstruction, 
not have objected, but they wanted to put them out 

December 23, 1876. 

(Before Messrs. Lawless, q.o., and Exham, q.c.) 



Mr. Joseph Biuoa 

2458. Mr. Lawless. — Do yon wish to give us 
further evidence? — I do, about what is called the 
“Timber Ring” of the Town Improvement Committee, 
that I wish to speak. 

2459. Have you heard that expression before ? — I 
was a member of the Improvement Committee for three 
years, during the chairmanship of Mr. Q affikin , who 
was examined here last night, and Messrs. John Brown, 
Thomas Brown, Dixon, and Lawther were also mem- 
bers of the committee. I think Lawther and Dixon 
were only part of the time members of the Council, but 
the Browns were all the time. These four gentlemen 
are timber merchants and building speculators. It 
is the general opinion (I don’t say the universal opinion) 
but it is a very general opinion that these gentlemen 
use their position as members of the Improvement 
Committee to benefit themselves. It is a very diffi cult 
matter to prove in any individual case whether or not 
they are fighting really for themselves, although not 



t, m.p., re-examined. 

apparently doing so, because owing to then- position as 
timber merchants they come very closely in contact with 
the builders and owners of houses which are being built, 
and they may be fighting for the business of friends, 
and in that way indirectly benefiting themselves, while 
the other members of the Improvement Committee 
would not know they were really doing so. In one 
or two cases that I can remember I have seen them 
act in a way which, I believe, was directly to benefit 
themselves. 

2460. Will yon mention these eases? — I will, before 
I am done. I may say that, so far as I can form an 
opinion, Mr. Montgomery was always disposed to do 
what was right. So far as I can form an opinion he 
reported fairly and correctly to the Improvement Com- 
mittee, hut I have repeatedly seen his recommendations 
over-ruled, and in such cases he would say, “ Well, 
of course, gentlemen, I must do as I am instructed, 
hut you will please to take a note of the fact that I have 



KELIAST.'- 

Dec. 33,: 1876. 
Mr. S. Black. 

Mr. John Kol b. 



Mr. S. Black. 



Mr. John Robb. 

Mr. S. Black. 

Dec. 13, 1876. 

Mr. Joseph 
Biggar, m.p. 
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Belfast. 
Dec. 23, 1876. 

Mr. Joseph 
Biggar, m.p. 



recommended differently." I liave often seen Mr. 
Montgomery do this. There is one case in which Mr. 
Dixon bought a strip of ground from the Harbour Com- 
missioners which lay in front of a row of houses which 
have been occupied for some years, the houses being 
the property of Mr. James Glenn. This ground could 
only be used to build houses of an inferior description 
on.' There is a rule that no streets shall be formed of 
less than thirty feet wide for occupation by dwelling- 
houses. 

2461. If they were limited to that rule, was there 
only room for houses of an inferior description ? — Yes, 
that was the width from front to front. An application 
was made by Mr. Dempsey to build a public house of an 
extensive character at the end of this street, on the 
ground which Mr. Dixon had bought. His plan was so 
extensive that it would leave less than thirty feet of the 
street in front of these dwelling-houses. The applica- 
tion was objected to in the first instance when it came 
before the committee — Dempsey’s plan I mean. 

2462. Was it brought before them in the usual way? 
— Yes. It was brought by Mr. Montgomery before 
the committee. It was objected to in the first instance, 
but by perseverance the majority was got to report in 
favour of it. 

2463. Did Mr. Montgomery when he brought that 
plan before the committee approve or disapprove of it ? 
— I believe he disapproved of it, for the thing was 
objected to in the first instance. If he said “ This 
report is all right ” there would have been no discus- 
sion, but I remember there was a great deal of discus- 
sion over this business of Dempsey’s. By perseverance 
the majority of the improvement committee was got 
to report in favour of the plan being carried ; the result 
is, that the width of the street in front of the dwelling- 
houses is fixed at about twenty feet. Tire large building 
is built at one end of the street, which is there only 
twenty feet in width, and that fixes the line for the re- 
mainder of Mr. Dixon’s houses upoutlrat strip of ground. 

2464. What street is it ? — New Andrew-street. 

2465. Carr you give the date of that? — I really can- 
not tell yon. I left the Town Council about three 
years ago ; it is about three years ago. 

2466. Is the record of this in the minute book ? — Yes. 

2467. Then, in that case there has been a direct viola- 
tion of a settled rule ? — Exactly. I may say there are 
a number of rules. One is that the street should be 
thirty feet wide, and another that there should be no 
cellars deeper than the sewers of the premises. It is 
a very common thing in the committee fox* special 
applications to be made for leave to infringe some of 
these rides ; but I believe the invariable practice of Mr. 
Montgomery has been to report against any infraction of 
the rules, and then the party who sent in idle plan would 
come before the committee and make a fight, and get 
leave to do what Mr. Montgomery objected to. 

2468. Can you give us an instance? — In Marcus 
Wai*d and Company’s place beside the Blackstaff the 
cellar was made deeper than the Blackstaff which 
adjoins it, and there is no doubt that Mr. John Ward 
and Mr. Brett came before the improvement committee 
at least six times, and at last they got leave to make it. 

I am told that it requii - es to be pumped out by a steam 
engine to keep it from being flooded with water. 

2469. Can you give us any further instances ? — I 
remember a particular case of Mi*. Thomas H. Brown 
about a sewer that was recommended to be made by 
Mr. Montgomery somewhere in the neighbourhood of 
the Cullintree-road. 

2470. Was this plan passed by Mr. Montgomery? 
— No ; he recommended that cei*tain improvements 
should be made by the owners of the property, and 
the result of it was that Mr. Thomas H. Brown came 
before the improvement committee, of which he was 
then a member, and made a most determined objection 
to incurring the expense which he was asked to incui - , 
and the result was that Mr. Montgomery’s recom- 
mendation was not carried ; so far as I remember the 
result was that no order was made, and the matter f 
dropped. 

2471. Was Mr. Brown then owner of the pro- 



perty? — Yes. I remember a case in which it was 
considered desirable to widen and straighten the foot- 
paths in Donegall-pass. 

2472. What was done about that ? — Mr. John 
Brown, chairman of the improvement committee, had 
a piece of ground in front of some of his houses, which 
stood out on the footpath, mid he seemed to make 
vei*y much of a Jew’s bargain with the committee — 
that is, he stood out against it. His was the only 
house that was beyond the line for houses, and he 
held out for better terms than the owners of the 
neigliboui'ing ground were content to take. 

2473. Was there any compulsory power to pur- 
chase the ground for improving the street? — No; 
they expired about the year 1850, but very often 
there is some compensation given for pieces of ground 
to improve the streets, and very properly. I remem- 
ber a case ; it did not come under my notice in my 
capacity of Town Councillor ; but there is a piece of 
property owned by two members of the improvement 
committee, Mr. John Brown and Mr. Lawther, 
one of the tenants complained very much to me that 
these landlords could not be got to finish the streets 
although they had let the houses, and had bound 
themselves to the tenants to make the streets. 

247 4. What street is that ? — It lies near Limestone- 
road, between it and the New Lodge-road. 

2475. Are Messrs. Brown and Lawther in part- 
nership? — They are in partnership, and joint con- 
federates in these ground speculations. 

2476. Were there tenants occupying houses in the 
street that was not completed? — Yes ; it was not com- 
pleted, it was simply marked off' ; that is what gave 
rise to the great deal of discussion that took place here, 
namely, the landlords’ contracting to make the streets 
and not doing so. In this case they had plenty of money 
and should have done so. The poor man cannot go to 
law ivith the rich landlord, and I think the remedy for 
these complaints which are really very general, about 
the conduct of the Improvement Committee, would be 
that when the Town Council are fixing their committees 
thei*e should not be move than two members of the 
timber trade put on the Improvement Committee. I 
think there should be two ; for these gentlemen know 
a great deal about the value, &c., of property, and their 
opinion on many matters with which the Improvement 
Committee have to deal is worth much. It is desir- 
able that on any committee like this where three 
members form a cjnorum, that there should not be more 
than two ; for the interests of these gentlemen very 
often clash with the general interests of the public. 

2477. Do you think that the experience of two 
members of the timber trade would be of public advan- 
tage on that committee ? — I think there could be no 
objection to it. 

2478. Mr. Exham. — The 76th section of the Act of 
IS 65 provides for the width the streets should be ? — 
Yes ; and there are by-laws and rales which oxight to 
be as binding as the Act of Parliament ; to give you 
an example, the Town Council once resolved that the 
footways of the streets should be flagged instead of 
laid down with round paving-stones, and that is a 
law which of course (until it is rescinded) should be 
binding in morals and fair play on the Improvement 
Committee, but they do not carry it out, for they are 
canvassed by people who wish to get these things done 
in their own way. I will give you another instance as 
to the way in which the committee is influenced. 
When the Tramway Company got authority to lay 
down their tramway, they bound themselves to make 
the roadway of a certain quality, and Mr. Montgomery 
frequently reported against the way in which the work 
was done, and he was as constantly thwarted by 
members of the committee, whom I do not at present 
remember, but it was the case. He reported over and 
over again that the work was improperly done, but it 
was not stopped. I do not wish to say that all the 
members of the Coi*poration are not desirable ones, but 
I think the great fault is the want of a sound public 
opinion here. We have no representation of minorities. 
There is another small matter which was referred to 
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by the Chairman, that is, as to the Local Government 
Board approving of the salaries of the sanitary officers. 
Some gentleman made a remark about the salary of Dr. 
Browne, and Mr. Corbett said that it was confirmed 
by the Local Government Board, and he seemed to 
think that because that was so it must be all right. I 
think it would be judicious, and very likely it might 
be proposed that the powers of the Local Government 
Board should be extended, and I think that the Local 
Government Board is very good for some things. 

2479. Mr. Lawless. — I think this ‘is going beyond 
the scope of our inquiry. 

2480. Witness . — I would not have referred to it but 
Mr. Corbett said, or seemed to think, that because the 
Local Government Board sanctioned Dr. Browne’s 
salary it must be all right. I say the Local Govern- 



ment Board are not competent to decide whether Dr. Belfast. 

Browne has a fail - salary or not. I am not competent Dec. 23, 1876. 

myself to decide upon his duties or salary. I think it Mr 

is an inefficient tribunal for business of that sort. I Biggar^ m.p. 

think it would be very good for matters which have 

turned up in the course of this inquiry ; where the 

owner of property in a street pays to have the street 

past his own houses made, and the sewers made, while 

the remaining part of the street is not sewered or 

paved. It would be a very good thing for the Local 

Government Board to see that the street was made. 

2481. Mr. Lawless. — Is not that a matter which 
should be attended to by the Town Council ? — Yes ; 
but when they neglect it the Local Government Board 
would be a competent authority to see that it was 
done. 



January 3, 1877. 

Mr. Robert Stewart re-examined. 



2482. Mr. Lawless. — You went very fully into the 
several matters to which you referred when you were 
examined here last, and we must therefore request you 
will not go into any matter you mentioned before. 
What do you now wish to state 1 — Mr. Black gave 
evidence on the 22nd December regarding some evi- 
dence which I gave affecting a rate collector named 
Rankin, and inasmuch as Mr. Black’s evidence is 
misleading and untrue, I think it right in the interests 
of public justice to refer to it. He said that in my 
evidence I charged Mr. Rankin with disqualifying a 
certain number of voters. I did not make any such 
statement in my evidence. Mr. Black said that Mr. 
Rankin is constantly in attendance on his duties, and 
I say, and am prepared to prove, that this is not true, 
and that members of the Town Council know about it. 
Mr. Rankin never called upon me in my house or else- 
where for rates. Mi - . James Connor was the person 
who always called upon me and the other persons in 
Dock Word for the rates, and I have ascertained that 
in the entire of Dock Ward Mr. Rankin does not col- 
lect the rate from a single person, excepting three estab- 
lishments — namely, the Belfast Harbour Commission- 
ers, the Northern Counties Railway Company, and the 
York-street Spinning Mill. 

2483. Do you mean to say that his collecting the 
rates by deputy is known to certain members of the 
Corporation 1 — Certainly ; George H. Curse, a town 
councillor, living in Dock Ward, pays his rates to 
James Connor ; Daniel Dixon, Samuel Lowtlier, David 
Corbett, and William Harvey, all town councillors in 
the same ward, also pay their rates to him, and so does 
Dr. Alexander, the alderman of that ward This fact 
is, I think, sufficient proof of my statement. 

2484. Do you mean to say that these gentlemen 
were aware of the fact of Rankin acting by deputy ? — 



Certainly, and they actually pay then - rates to Connor g^' w ^ r ° t l>ert 
as his deputy, and have done so for many years past. 

I do not know for how many years, but I can say for 
some years. 

2485. Have you the receipts for the rates which you 
paid ? — Yes. 

2486. In whose handwriting are they! — In Rankin’s. 

2487. In Ms own handwriting 1 — Yes; my allega- 
tion is that he himself never calls for the rates. It is 
always the deputy. I merely wish to make this state- 
ment in correction of the evidence given by Mr. Black. 

I have made inquiries with regard to two other col- 
lectors employed by the Corporation, and I find that 
they both employ deputies. 

24S8. Name them ? — Charles Noah Davis employs 
a deputy. 

2489. Do you know this of your own knowledge ? — 

I do. I do not know the name of the deputy whom 
he employs, but lie is Ms bi - other-in-law, and there is 
George Miller, the collector for Cromac Ward, who had 
in Ms employment a deputy up to the first of the present 
year. 

2490. Do you know that of yom - own knowledge ? 

—I do. 

2491. Do you know whether he has ceased to keep 
the deputy collector? — I do not know that he has 
ceased to do so yet. 

2492. Do you know his name 1 — I do not know Ms 

2493. How do yon know that the rates are collected 
in those other wards by deputies? — I saw them collected 
by them. 

2494. Mr. Exham. — Have you been in the houses 
and seen the people pay the rates to the deputy? — 

Yes; I saw the deputies giving receipts in the rate- 
payers’ houses in those wards. 



Mr. James Larmour examined. 



2495. What complaint have you to make against 
the officials of the Corporation ? — I wish to corroborate 
the statement already made by Mr. Dinnen and Mr. 
Gaffikin. Having seen in the local newspapers that 
Mr. Cobain, on the 23rd December last, said that the 
evidence regarding him and Ms interference in poli- 
tical matters was unfounded, in self-defence I think it 
my duty to come forward and corroborate the evidence 
given by Mr. Dinhen. 

2496. Mr. Exham. — We want distinct evidence — 
evidence that you know of vom - knowledge — not what 
you know by hearsay ? — The greater part of the evi- 
dence wMch I intend to give now was formerly given 
by me on oath before the Recorder in a case which I 
had against Mi - . Cobain for wages due to me. 

2497. Mr. Lawless. — Did’ you bring an action be- 
fore the Recorder against Mr. Cobain ? — I did. 

2498. When was that, and what was it for ? — It 
was in 1870. You will see it all in the newspaper. 
[Newspaper produced.] 



2499. Were yon ever employed by what is called 
the Conservative Registration Association in Belfast? — 
Yes, I was, from 1869 to 1874. 

2500. In what capacity ? — As political agent, par- 
liamentary and municipal agent for St. Ann’s ward. 

2501. By whom were you employed ? — By the Con- 
servative Registration Association. 

2502. Can you name any of the individuals acting 
in it ? — I cannot in every case, for this reason — that, 
there was a new association formed every year ; con- 
sequently I cannot name them. 

2503. Was Mr. Cobain a member of that associa- 
tion ? — He was. 

2504. Was he a member during the time that you 
were employed as agent ? — Yes, from 1869 until the 
present time. 

2505. Did that association act in relation to the 
municipal elections ? — Yes, and the revision of the 
burgess and parliamentary voters lists. 

2506. Were you ever present at any meetings. 

R 



Mr. James 
Larmour. 
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for the purpose of naming candidates for the Town 
Council 1 — I was repeatedly. 

2507. Have yon ever seen Mr. Cohain pi-esent at 
any of those meetings ? — Yes, I have. 

2508. Have yon ever known him to nominate any 
person as a candidate ? — I did. 

2509. Can you remember the name of the candi- 
date nominated by Mr. Cobain on the occasion to 
which you allude 1— Yes, Mr. John Hamill, j.p. 

2510. Were you ever employed by Mr. Cobain as a 
member of that association to do work connected with 
it ? — Yes, I was employed by him to do special work 
in Cronmc ward. 

2511. What were you employed to do? — I was em- 
ployed to make what is called an after-inspection, and 
to post up the books and prepare the list and conduct 
the burgess revision for Cromac ward, which I did. 

2512. Were you specially employed by Mr. Cohain 
to do that work ? — I was. 

2513. When? — I do not remember the date, but it 
was in 1871. 

2514. Were you to be paid for that ? — Mr. Cobain 
• said he would see me paid. 

2515. At what rate were you to be paid? — There 
was no sum mentioned as to what I was to be paid, but 
it was to be afterwards ascertained what I should be 
paid. 

2516. Out of what funds ? — I do not know ; out of 
the general subscription. 

2517. Did you do, that work yourself, or did you 
employ some person to assist yon in it ? — I did it, 
but I also employed a man to help me, and promised 
him 30s. for one week. 

2518. What is the name of the man you employed? 
— James Clarke. 

2519. Is he living still ? — Yes. He is living at 75, 
Hopewell-street. 

2520. Did you pay him that 30s. which you pro- 
mised him ? — I did not. I said when I was employing 
him I would pay him when I was paid. 

2521. Were you paid ? — I was not. 

2522. Did you apply for payment ? — I did. 

2523. To whom did you apply ? — I applied to Mr. 
Cobain, and I asked others to apply as well as 
myself. 

2524. Did you apply in 1871, or any time after 
1871 ?— Yes, I did. 

2525. How many applications did you make to him? 
— A good many ; but when I found it was useless I 
got a solicitor to apply for me. 

2526. Did you bring an action against him ? — Yes. 

2527. For how much? — For £10; in the summer 
of 1874 at the quarter sessions. 

2528. Before the Becorder ? — Yes. 

2529. What was the result of that action? — It was 
dismissed without prejudice on some technical point. 

2530. Did Mr. Cobain defend that action? — Yes, 
he did. 

2531. Did he deny your claim ? — Yes. 

2532. Were you examined in the case ? — I was. 

2533. Was Mr. Cobain examined ? — He was. 

2534. Did he deny your claim ? — He admitted that 
I did the work, but he did not admit that he employed 
me to do so. 

2535. Did he admit that you did it upon his em- 
ployment — his retainer, as it were — or did he merely 
dispute the account ? — He disputed that he ever per- 
sonally promised to pay me. 

2536. Had he promised to pay you? — If Mr. 
M'Erlean, who was my solicitor in the case, was here, 
he could tell you all about it. 

2537. Your own recollection is as good as Mr. 
M‘Erlean's ? — He disputed paying it because he did 
not look on it as an employment in his own name. 

2538. Were you the only agent employed upon that 
occasion ?- — I do not remember. 

2539. Did you ever know of any other agents being 
employed by Mr. Cobain? — I did; Mr. Whiteman was 
one. He gave evidence in my ease also. 

2540. Do you know of anyone else being employed 
by Mr. Cobain ? — Yes ; Mr. Clarke and Mr. Connor. 



2541. Was that Mr. Connor the deputy of Mr. 
Rankin, the rate collector ? — Yes. 

2542. Were these men employed by Mr. Cobain to 
render similar services to those which you were ap- 
pointed to do? — I know that Mr. Clarke and Mr. 
Whiteman were, but Mr. Connor was not employed by 
Mr. Cobain, but he promised him a bonus in the same 
year of £20. 

2543. Who promised the bonus ? — Mr. Cobain. 

2544. Who did he promise it to? — To Mr. Connor. 

2545. A bonus for what ? — The salary was too small, 
and he promised him that bonus for doing some work 
in Dock ward. 

2546. Do you mean in addition to what he received 
as deputy for collecting Rankin’s lates? — Yes, for 
acting as ward agent, the same as I was. 

2547. Was it for being ward agent that Mr. Cobain 
promised him the bonus ? — Yes ; that was what the 
man swore to. 

2548. Did he ever pay that to Connor, or ever pro- 
cure it for him? — Ho ; he utterly denied it. 

2549. Were any witnesses examined in that action 
brought against Mr. Cobain by you ? — There was Mr. 
Clarke, Connor, and Whiteman. 

2550. Did then- evidence sustain your case, or Mr. 
Cobain’s case ? — My case ; that I did the work. 

2551. What was the technical point on which your 
case was dismissed ? — Simply that Mr. Cobain did not 
guarantee any payment. That it was simply in the 
name of the society he made the appointment, and that 
they and not Mi’. Cobain personally were legally liable 
to pay me. 

2552. Were you ever present at any of these ward 
meetings — what did you call them ? — Some were meet- 
ings of the general committee, and others were ward 
meetings. 

2553. Were candidates nominated at them ? — Yes. 

2554. Have you known Mr. Cobain to take an 
active part such as any other citizen would take in 
proposing or nominating or objecting to any candidate ? 
— Yes ; repeatedly. In all these cases he took a most 
prominent part. 

2555. Have you known him to take an active part 
in the municipal elections here ? — I have. 

2556. In what way ? — He canvassed ; and got lists 
for that purpose, and afterwards came in and made 
reports to the committee as to the result, the same as 
any paid agent would do. 

2557. Have there ever been any collections made 
for any of these purposes ? — There was a collection 
made every year. 

2558. Have you ever known Mr. Cohain to make 
a collection ? — I have known him to go out for that 
purpose when any financial difficulty arose, and he 
always got money. 

2559. Have you got a letter dated the 5th October, 
1872, from Mr. Cobain? — I have (hands in letter). 

2560. This is the letter : — 

“ Rugby-road, Belfast, 

“ 5th October, 1874. 

“ See, — I n reply to the communication with which you have 
favoured me respecting a claim for £10, which you affirm is due 
you for the help rendered to the inspector of Cromac ward in the 
year 1872, 1 have to inform you that I know nothing of the claim in 
question; you were never employed by me, nor was any other 
person for the purpose you mention. I interested myself in your 
appointment several times, and did all I could to have you again 
appointed for the present year, and while you were an inspector of 
the Conservative Society I did all in my power to have your services 
recognised in the most generous manner. I did this in a very large 
extent owing to the respect I entertained for your brother George. 
I suppose the recent offensive communications' are my best thanks 
for the friendly interest previously manifested. If this money is 
really due you should at the time have preferred your claim in the 
proper quarter. You are perfectly aware 1 never had any connexion 
with the duty of employing and paying for political work, and I 
therefore decline utterly to take any responsibility in the matter. 

“ I am, sir, yonrs truly, 

“E. W. De Cobain.” 

After that you brought the action? — Yes; it whs 
in the year 1874. 

2561. Are you able to state from your own know- 
ledge .that Mr. Cohain has taken an active part on more 
occasions than one in the election of members of the 
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Council ? — Yes ; in every year that I was ever employed 
as an agent. 

2562. "Was he during all that time cashier of the 

Corporation ? — Yes ; and he is still, and he was publicly 
regarded as a prominent man in politics. . 

2563. Mr. Exham. — Did you yourself ever see Mr. 
Cobain fill in objections to ratepayers ? — I did in 1871, 
and I also assisted him. We had to do it in a liujiy, 
because the face of some of them was spoiled by 'the 
old man in charge of Cromac Ward, and we had to fill 
them on the very last day that they could be posted. 

2564. Have you ever known any person whom Mr. 

Cobain actually canvassed for his vote in any munici- 
pal election ? — I do not recollect. ! 

2565. Were you ever present when he did such a 
thing? — No, I never was. 

2566. Can you state the name of any councillor .for 
whom lie ever canvassed ? — I did not take notes on 
that point. I cannot swear to an individual, but I 
know he did it. I did not take notes of it. 

2567. How long did the meetings generally last ? — 
Sometimes they would last two or three hour’s; it 
was according to the importance of the business. 

2568. How many people were generally present at 
them? — At the meeting of 1870 there was only four 
burgess elector’s of St. Ann’s Ward present. 

2569. Was that wlien Mr. Hamill was the candidate? 
— Yes. 

2570. Mr. Lawless. — Can you give the names of 
those present? — Yes. Mr. Howey voted. There were 
two for and two against Mr. Hamill, and the chairman, 
Mr. Thomas M ‘Clinton, gave a casting vote in favour 
of Mr. Hamill. 

2571. Who proposed and voted for the second man ? 
— I know Mr. William Guy was present. 

2572. Was Mr. Hamill put forward as a candidate? 
— He was. 

2573. Was he elected? — He was on that day. 

2574. Was there any book kept of the records of 
that society, whatever it was ? — [No answer.] 

2575. Did you ever see any entries made in a book ? 
Did you see a book i — I did repeatedly. In a couple 
of years (1869 and 1871), the society became totally 
bankrupt, and the landlord of the oilices which they 
occupied confiscated all the books, papers, and office 
furnitiwe for payment of his rent. 

2576. Have you seen Mr. Cobain present at more 
than one of those meetings ? — Yes ; at-more than fifty 
meetings. 

2577. Were they about municipal elections or parlia- 
mentary elections? — Municipal in particular. : 

2578. Did you hear discussions, or what was done 
at these meetings ? — It was simply the workings of the 
association. 

2579. What were the workings of the association? 
Were there lists of the voters and ratepayers there? 
— i'es, regularly. 

2580. What was done ? — Simply looking over the 
workings of the association. 

2581. Were returns given in as to who pro- 
mised to vote and who did not? — Yes; there were 
lists made out — street lists as it were — and these lists 
were given to agents, and reports were made by them 
almost every night at the ward meetings as to the 
chances of success of the candidates. 

2582. Do you mean to say that you yourself saw 
Mi\ Cobain present at these meetings when the reports 
were given in? — I do. 

2583. Give us the names of some of the persons 
who you say were present as well as Mi - . Cobain? — 
That I cannot give, for the reason that the canvassers 
for the wards were, with the exception of myself, 
genei-ally volunteers. 

2584. Did you hear Mr. Cobain give instructions 
to these persons? — Yes. 

2585. What was the nature of the instructions ? — 
To take their lists and canvass the streets according 
to the lists to see who would vote, and who would not 
vote for the selected candidate. 

2586. Who opposed Mr. Hamill then? — I do not 
remember at present. 



2587. In 1870 did you make out any canvassing Belfast. 

lists for Saint Ann’s Ward ? — I did, street lists. Jan. 3, 1877. 

2588. Was it by Mr. Cobain’s directions, or by the Mr 
directions of anyone else? — By the whole committee ^armour, 
of the ward. 

2589. Who else was on the committee besides Mr. 

Cobain? Was Mr. Davis? — Mr. Davis was one, and 
my own brother was another. 

2590. Who is Mr. Noah Davis ? — One of the rate 
collectors. 

2591. Charles Noah Davis? — Yes. 

2592. Did you refuse to act for the candidate Mi*. 

Hamill ? — I did. 

2593. Why ? — I refused on principle, in accordance 
with the rules of the association. That was my prin- 
cipal point. 

2594. What was the principle upon which you 
refused to act for Mr. Hamill? — Because of the fifth 
rule (I have the rules at home). The fifth rule said 
that there was to be no one returned for Parliament 
or the Town Council except he was a supporter of our 
Orange and Protestant principles. 

2595. And that being the rule you refused to sup- 
port Mr. John Hamill ?— I did. 

2596. Did Mr. Davis give you any canvassing lists 
upon that occasion ? — No ; but Mr. Davis made use of 
the lists I had then made out. 

2597. In other words did you give your lists to 
Mr. Davis ? — No ; but he took them as a member of 
the society. 

2598. And did he make use of them in the interests 
of Mr. Hamill ? — Yes. 

2599. Mr. Exhasi. — 1 see, if the report of this trial 
is correct, that his Worship the Becorder would not 
allow Mr. Cobain to be asked the question whether 
or not he himself had selected candidates for the Town 
Council. It was objected to by Mi - . M'Lean that the 
question was irrelevant. The question was — “Do 
you swear, Mr Cobain, that you yourself have not 
selected candidates as members of the Town Council 
for political purposes,” but on the trial the Becorder 
would not allow that question to be put to him. 

2600. Mr. Lawless. — H ave you known Mr. Davis 
to take an active part on behalf of the Conservative 
Society in the year 1873 ? — I did. 

2601. What part did you know him to take?— I 
have known him to give a list of the names belonging 
to George’s ward ; that is, the names and addresses — 
some seventy, I should say, to the then solicitor of the 
society, Mr. Bates, to be claimed for. 

2602. To be put on the burgess roll, is that what 
you mean by “ to be claimed for ”? — Yes. 

2603. Have you known Mr. Davis of your own 
knowledge to interfere with the revision of the burgess 
lists ? — Yes, repeatedly. 

2604. Have you seen him do so ? — I have repeatedly 
as a member of the Conservative Society. 

2605. Have you known Mr. Gobahi to attend to 
the revision of the burgess lists? — Yes ; in any par- 
ticular year to see that it was correctly done. I have 
seen him go over them in my own house. 

2606. Is it not the duty of the officers of the Cor- 
poration to attend the revision of the burgess roll ? — 

It is the duty of the collectors to attend the revision. 

2607. And the town clerk? — Yes; and also the 
clerk of the union. 

2608. Do you know what the duty of the collectors 
Of the municipal rates at that revision is ? Is not the 
duty of the collectors simply to ’state to the court of 
revision what persons’ rates are paid, and what are not 
paid? — Yes; and also to answer whatever questions 
it may be thought proper to ask. 

2609. Haye you.known any of these rate collectors, 
or any officer 'of the Corporation, take a part in the 
revision of the-burgess roll beyond his regular duty ? — 

I have, almost every year. I never remember it 
otherwise. Mr. Davis could let nothing pass without 
interfering in every disputed point in the burgess re- 
vision. At the very last burgess revision, when I 
myself was arguing a point, he interfered, and had to 
be reminded of his position by the town clerk. 
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Mr. J arnes 
Larmour. 



2610. Was that to stop his interference! — It was. 

2611. Mr. Exham.— Was he going beyond telling 
whether taxes were paid or not, or answering ques- 
tions ? — He was, and was merely interfering. It had 
nothiug to say to the payment of taxes. 

2612. I see by the report in this paper that you had 
an interview in this hall with Mr. Cobain — was that 
so? — No ; it was not in this hall. It was in the car 
inspector’s office in the old town hall in Police-square. 

2613. Was it there that you say he directed this 
after inspection to be made 1 — It was. 

2614. And you state that he told you to do it, and 
that he would see you paid! — Yes. 

2615. And his evidence was, that if you did the 
work, you should be compensated for it! — Yes. 

2616. Did Mr. Noah Davis ever give assistance at 
these meetings to your own knowledge! — Yes. 

2617. What was the last time you knew Mr. Davis 
to take such a part! — The last time was in 1874. 

2618. Mr. Exham. — Do you know anything of Sir 
John Savage’s election 1 — I did, for I was his principal 
working agent. 

2619. Did Mr. Cobain assist in his election!— He 
did, just the same sis any of the rest of the Committee. 

2620. Was he one of the Committee! — He was, 
undoubtedly ; from 1869 up to the present he was a 
member of the Committee. 

2621. Was Mr. Noah Davis on the Committee! — 
He was and is. 

2622. Mr. Lawless. — Do you remember the occasion 
when Mr. Carlisle was a candidate 1 — I do. 

2623. Mr. Exham. — When he was put out! — I 
remember all about it. 

2624. Mr. Lawless. — Did Mr. Cobain take any part 
in that election 1 — I do not remember ; I will not travel 
beyond what I know to be facts. 

2625. Mr. Exham. — Do you know anything about 
Mr. Gaffikin’s election! — I do not remember very much 
about it. 

2626. Mx-. Lawless. — Used Mr. Cobain to give in 
reports in writing 1 — He gave in verbal reports. 

2627. Had he anything written down on paper! — Yes ; 
he read the reports from his street lists and mystreetlists. 

2628. What became of them afterwards 1 — Oh, they 
were generally biuned ; they were of no use to them 
afterwards. As Mr. Cobam read out the names of the 
list of voters they were checked off on the roll. 



2629. Mr. Exham. — Do you mean to say that Mr. 
Cobain came in having a list with the voters’ names on 
it and that he read out the names of the voters from 
it! — I do ; he used to read out the names of those who 
promised and those who refused. 

2630. Were the names then taken down in books 
kept for that purpose ! — They were checked off on the 
list — on the rolls of voters. 

2631. Who cheeked them off while he was reading! 
— The chairman, or secretary, or some member who 
was present, as the case might be. 

2632. Can you say who it was checked them off ? 
— I cannot say. I cannot mention the individual ; 
different persons did it on different occasions. 

2633. Mr. Lawless. — Was there a chairman elected 
every day ? — No, every year, and in his absence some 
other person would act. 

2634. Mr. Exham. — Was there a secretary ? — There 
was. 

2635. Can you not recollect his name ? — I think it 
was Mr. Coates for the year 1870. 

2636. Do you remember Mr. M'Clinton ! — Yes ; he 
was chairman for St. Anne’s ward. 

2637. For that year! — Yes. 

2638. How often used the Committee of each ward 
to meet ! — Generally once a month, and oftener before 
an election. 

2639. Where were the meetings for St. Anne’s ward 
held which Mr. Cobain used to attend 1 — I believe it 
was in the Victoria Hall, in Victoria-street. 

2640. As you say you were there constantly, surely 
you must know 1 — I was, but they changed their office 
so often that I cannot now remember distinctly. 

2641. Did any other officer interfere beside Mr. 
Noah Davis 1 — Never, directly to my knowledge or 
indirectly. I omitted to say that in 1871 Mr. Cobain 
and Mr. Davis compelled the agent for Cromac ward 
to send objections to Charles H. Ward, solicitor, and 
Thomas Ward, flax buyer. 

2642. Who is the agent for Cromac ward ! — A Mr. 
Henry. The list that I referred to as given by Mr. 
Davis is held in duplicate by Mr. Dinnen, and if he 
was here I could get the duplicate. Mr. Dinnen can 
corroborate that. 

2643. You can get it from Mr. Dinnen! — Yes ; I am 
prepared to verify the foregoing fact on oath. 



Mr. Black. 



Mr. Black re-examined. 



2644. Mr. Lawless. — A communication has been 
made to ns that on 26th December last there was a 
resolution passed by the Law Committee of the Cor- 
poration with reference to the attendance of the officers 
of the Corporation, and their giving evidence before 
this Co mmis sion — was there such a meeting ? — There 
was- 

2645. Have you got the minutes of it 1 — I have. 

2646. Will you let me see them ! — (Minutes pro- 
duced.) 

2647. This is the resolution passed by the Law 
Committee on the 26th December last, and I And that 
part of it was communicated to us, but only part 
of it : — 

“Meeting of Law Committee, 26th December, 1876. 
“Present — Councillors R. Thompson (in the chair), Greenhill, 
Lowther, Haslett, Suffern, anil E. H. Thompson. Moved by Mr. 
Haslett, seconded by Mr. Greenhill, and resolved — That the sitting 
of the Commissioners having been adjourned until a future day, 
without the evidence on behalf of the Corporation having been 
brought forward, and the parties against them being heard by the 
three Commissioners, this Corporation considers it most desirable 
that rebutting evidence should be heard by the three Commissioners, 
and urge upon Messrs. Corbett, Lawless, and Exham to give them 
the opportunity desired, aud that a copy of tills resolution be for- 
warded to them.” 

Well, that is a very proper resolution, but there 
follows (and I cannot speak of it in tbe same terms, 
as it does not seem to me a proper resolution to be 
passed by the Committee) another resolution : — 

“ Resolved — That the several officers of the Corporation, except 



the Town Clerk and the Borough Surveyor, be informed that the 
carriage of the evidence to be given at the inquiry is in the hands 
of the solicitor, and that they be requested not to interfere directly 
at the Commission except under his advice." 

In that resolution the word “ carriage," which is 
written over an erasure, shows that it was substituted 
for some other word, and I may say that that supposition 
is strengthened by the fact that the resolution, a copy 
of which was privately sent to us, has instead of “car- 
riage ” the word “ course ” ! — The resolution was pre- 
pared by me, and the reason there was an erasure was 
because the one word was mistaken for the other, and 
copied wrongly into the book. Then, of course, it had 
to be erased and corrected. That resolution was drawn 
up by me. 

2648. Have you got the draft of it! — No ; I have 
not. I found that the word was written “ course," 
and I had to correct it when I came to see the 
minutes. 

2649. Mr. Exham. — Some one, at all events, must 
have taken a copy of that before the erasure was made! 
— Certainly. When it was read before the Committee 
I found that the word was miscopied. 

2650. Mr. Lawless. — A copy of this was sent to 
us this morning in which the word is “ course,” and 
not “ carriage” ! — -That was the original word. 

2651. Mi'. Exham. — Some one must have taken it 
from the original and sent it to us! — It was marked 
off and sent to the different members of the Corpora- 
tion. 
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2652. Mr. Lawless. — I must say I consider it would 
lmve been better if that portion of tlie resolution had 
uot been passed. It appeal's to me to show on the 
part of the Corporation a desire to keep back their evi- 
dence from us, or only to bring forward such portions 
of it as may suit themselves. It is impassible not to 
come to that conclusion ? — On the fh'st day that you 
sat here I said that my instructions were to lay before 
you eveiy document and every evidence in our posses- 
sion, and also to produce before you all the officers 
of the Corporation that you wished to examine. 
Siy;h has been my practice throughout, and such shall 
b? ipy practice as long as you continue to sit. On the 
lasj day you were here certain officers of the Corpora- 
tion sent in communications wishing to deny certain 
charges which they thought implicated them, and by 
which I thought they were in no way implicated, and 
I thought that they (Mr. Cobain for instance), would 
come forward and force their evidence at a time when 
the Commissioners were not prepared to hear them. 
It was with the object of preventing that and with that 
object alone that the resolution was passed. It was 
drafted by myself and advised by myself to the com- 
mittee. 

2653. Taking yoiu- statement that it was done with 
the intention of facilitating matters here, I give you 
credit for it, but I think it would have been better 
that it should not have been done ? — On the last day 



after half an hour was occupied in discussing the 
matter I had to get up and express my concurrence 
with the opinion expressed with reference to Mr. 
Cobain’s coming forward then and giving evidence, and 
under the circumstances I thought it absolutely neces- 
sary that the committee should give instructions 
upon it. 

2654. Mr. Greenhill . — I objected to that resolution 
being passed unless it was understood that full liberty 
should be given to all the officers who were charged to 
vindicate themselves from such charges. 

2655. Mr. Exham. — The terms of the resolution are 
that they are not to come forward unless Mr-. Black 
agrees with their doing so, but we have power to ask 
them to come forward and give evidence whether the 
Corporation like it or not. 

2656. Mr. Black . — They all wish to come before you. 

2657. Mi-. Greenhill. — Mr. Black stated that he 
would give full liberty to them. 

2658. Mr. Lawless. — I cannot understand why any 
of them should want liberty- from Mr. Black or anyone 
else. 

2659. Mr. Greenhill . — I was perfectly satisfied with 
what Mr. Black said after I objected. 

2660. Mr. Exham. — Every one knew that we wished 
to give the fullest opportunity to the officers of the 
Corporation to come forward and vindicate themselves, 
and we will take care they shall do so if they please. 



Mr. William Cosuhove examined. 



2661. Mi*. Lawless. — Are you a ratepayer in Bel- 
fast 1 — Yes ; I am a ratepayer. 

2662. Where do you live? — In Greenmount. 

2663. What do you complain of? — Of the making 
of streets. I have laid out about fifty acres of ground 
myself for building, and have made some fourteen or 
fifteen streets. The first I had to do with were in the 
iShankill district. 

2664. What year was that in ? — It is at least four- 
teen or fifteen years ago. I then had the ground 
abutting on one street, about 800 feet in length. It 
was made and macadamized, and devoted to the public 
use, as streets were then laid out and accepted as 
streets (Crimea-street • for instance). The Council 
-occasionally cleaned, but never permanently took 
charge of them. 

2665. Do you speak of this particular street? — I 
have only one complaint to make with regard to this 
street. Four years afterwards they ordered it to be 
paved, and sewered, and kerbed. My complaint is 
this — that when I took and built on it, and the houses 
were occupied, and having sufficient drainage,, that the 
Council put me to the expense of about— — . I 
cannot exactly say the amount, but the length of the 
street will testify to the amount it cost me. 

2666. In what way were you overcharged ? — The 
street was macadamized, and laid out, and appropriated 
to the use of the public, as streets were then. There 
were many streets at that time which were- macada- 
mized and laid out in the same way, and they put me 
to the expense of re-making my street, while they did 
not make others do the same to their streets. 



2667. How long were the houses occupied at the 
time this was done ? — Three or four years. 

2668. Had any sewer been made through that 
street ? — I already said that I had sewage. 

2669. You say they then compelled you to re-make 
the street? — Yes. 

2670. Were the footpaths made at the tune ? — No ; 
the upper end of the street, for about forty feet, 
abutted on a portion of ground that the Council 
wanted to go through. I several times submitted 
plans to build — they never refused to allow me to 
build — but they would not approve of the plans, and 
I took that as a refusal. Latterly I went before them, 
and the surveyor and one of the committee went with 
me to the ground, and eventually we agreed that the 
Council should pave and sewer the portion of the 
street running across my ground there. Moscow-street 
was 900 feet long, and subsequently the Council cut 
off about 500 feet to close up the street at the end. 
Previously it was laid off as a street 900 feet long, 
but subsequently a portion was let to a foundry, and 
the Council closed it up, and only left me 400 feet. 

2671. Mr. Exham. — Do you mean after that street 
was paved and occupied I — After it had been approved 
and laid out, they altered it. It was a loss to me 
though I do not complain of it. 

2672. You said you had some complaint to make 
about the conduct of the officials of the Corporation ? 
— I have nothing but what I put before you. 

2673. Is Mr. Black your solicitor? — He is. 

2674. Has he been your solicitor long? — Yes, for 
five or ten years. 



Mr. Colligan re-examined. 



2675 Mr. Lawless. — Since we were here, did your 
solicitor make any application to the impi-ovement 
committee or to any other branch of the Corporation for 
the inspection of any books kept by them? — No. 

2676. Did you make it yourself directly? — I made 
an application here yesterday. 

2677. To whom? — The assistant town clerk, who 
received me very courteously. 

2678. What was your application? — To inspect the 
minutes of the Town Council meetings of the 1st May, 
1874, and also of the 1st December, 1874. 

2679. Of the. improvement committee? — No ; of the 
Town Council. in committee on the 21st July, 1874. 



I wanted to know what was done on that day, and to 
see the minutes of the improvement committee on the 
1st November, 1874. 

2680. Did you apply yesterday for these ? — Yes. 

2681. Were you allowed to see them ? — My request 
was acceded to with regard to theTown Council meetings; 
Mr. Collott (who is a most efficient officer), showed the 
minutes of the 21st July, 1874; but he said it was 
beyond his power to show me those of the 1st Novem- 
ber, 1874. He said he could not allow those minutes 
to be seen, and what I want from you is an order to 
get me access to the latter minutes. 



Bei.kast. 
Mr. Black. 



Mr. William 
Cosgrove. 



Mr. Colligan. 
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Mr. 

Constantine 

O’Neil. 



Mi-. Constantine O’Neil re-examined. 



2682. Chairman. — Mr. O’Neil, what statement do 
you wish to make? — I wish to make a statement in 
relation to the weaving factory, which adjoins the Bel- 
fast District Lunatic Asylum, near the Falls-road. 

2683. Who is the owner of the factory ? — Mr. 
Lindsay. I inspected the place on the 1st of January, 
and I saw that at the side of the factoiy , between it and 
the asylum the nuisance of the workers comes out into 
the stream. The heated water from the same factoiy 
comes out a few yards below that j the nuisance and the 
hot water mix together, and then run down an open 
drain which is in a parallel line with the asylum wall, 
and separated from it by a distance of only four feet. 

2684. Do the sewage and the water used there for 
condensing flow together into the open sewer? — Yes ; 
They don’t leave the factoiy in the same drain but 
unite shortly afterwards and flow down past the 
asylum 

2685. Where does it run to ? — It discharges itself 
into the Blackstaff. On the 1st of January there 
was such a smell from it that when it came in 
contact with my palate and stomach if had such an 
effect that I was not quite well till after I had got a 
sleep. 

2686. Mr. Exham. — How far does it run in that 
direction? — About 300 yards before it falls into the 
Blackstaff. 

2687. How many people are working in that mill ? 
— About 200. 

2688. Do you complain that Mr. Lindsay, is allowed 
to have this drain containing sewage matter open when 
it should he in a covered channel? — My complaint is 
that it should be culverted so as not to be a public 
nuisance. 

2689. Are there many people passing up that way? 
— No, except the workers. I have a house of mine 
close by and I was summoned for not having spouting 
on it,. and there is a small yard which I got notice to 
have cleaned. I got the notice which was veiy proper 
from the sanitary officer, and what I complain of is 
this, that I am so visited by the law, and that the drain 
which is such a public nuisance is not taken any notice 



of by the Council. I complain that the law is put in 
force against me, and not against Mr. Lindsay. 

2690. Mr. Lawless. — You don’t complain that the 
law has been put in force against you? — I say that if 
it was put equally against all I would not complain. 

2691. Mr. Exham. — Is Mr. Lindsay a member of 
the Town Council? — Yes : and he has been mayor. 

2692. Was tbis place built since 1865 ? — Yes ; and 
I say that I feel very much aggrieved that I should 
be so treated, and that a man who is a member of the 
Council and a great moral reformer should be allowed 
to have such a nuisauce in sight of my house. I wish 
to let you know that your coming here is a God-send 
to many persons who are oppressed, and whose redress 
would be very small indeed if you were not here to 
listen to them. There is one other thing that I want 
to refer to. There was great talk in the Council about 
a change of the police in Belfast. 

2693. Mr. Exham. — You need not say anything 
about that. I did not understand Mr. Black to make 
any complaint about the police. It is extraordinary 
how this matter is misunderstood. What he said was 
that the town should have a larger police force free. 
He showed that Belfast was not getting, under the 
Act of Parliament, its proper number free, and that if 
it did there would be a saving of £3,000 a year to the 
ratepayers. He said that the matter was brought 
under the notice of the Chief Secretary, and that it 
would be considered in July next when the number of 
the free police force to be stationed over Ireland will 
be allocated. 

2694. Witness. — Dr. Alexander said that the Coun- 
cil should have control over the constabulary. 

2695. Mr. Lawless. — His idea was that fewer of 
the constabulary with the assistance of the military 
would be sufficient. 

2696. Mi\ Exham. — Have you. reported this com- 
plaint about the factory to the sanitary authorities ? — ■ 
I never did, and for this reason : some time since I 
made a report which was signed by two doctors and 
by clergymen of different religious persuasions about a 
nuisance in the same district, and we got no redress. 



Mr. Robert 
Foster Dill, 



Mr. Robert Foster Dill, m.i 

2697. Chairman. — On what point do you wish to 
give evidence ? — Owing to the enormous amount of 
writing which the coroner has to do I think that there 
should be power given to appoint a deputy coroner. 

2698. Mr. Lawless. — Are you appointed by the 
Corporation? — It is owing to that fact that I present 
myself. 

2699. Are you paid by fees? — Yes; and I would 
like also that the Corporation should have powers to 
pay a fixed salary. I think it would be more satisfac- 
tory for all parties. A very considerable amount of 
talk has been indulged in by certain persons as to the 
holding of certain inquests, and if there was a fixed 
salary that talk would be done away with. Eighty- 
five might be about the average number of inquests- 
held in the year, and then there are returns of about 
fifty that the coroner does not consider to hold inquests 
on. I think that there should be some remuneration 
for the work done in connexion with those cases on 
which I don’t find it necessary to hold inquests. I 
would allow the deputy to he paid by the coroner in 
proportion to the amount of work that he did dur ing 
the year. 

2700. What is your fee? — I am paid £1 for each 
case. 

2701. Supposing the inquest is adjourned from day 
to day? — I only get the one fee per case. 

2702. Chairman. — I am afraid this matter hardly 
comes within our jurisdiction. 

2703. Mr. Exham. — Have you formed an opinion 
as to how the Sanitary Act is carried out here ? — I 
-t h i nk that the officers themselves are only groping 
their way. The town is so extensive, and of such 
growth, that I believe there will he very great difficulty 
in overtaking that work, and while every one of the 



>. (Boi’ough Coroner), examined, 
sanitary officers is disposed to do his duty, at present 
he is only getting into the knowledge of what he should 
do. The work under existing circumstances could not 
he done all at once. I believe you have not had evi- 
dence regarding the flooding which takes place in cer- 
tain parts of the town, and which I believe could be 
prevented by stopping the flow of water in one direc- 
tion, and enabling it to run down in its natural channel 

2704. Do you know anything yourself of the mills 
using sewage matter for the boilers ? — It is generally 
admitted to be a fact. 

2705. In your opinion, as a medical man, is the 
using of that water detrimental to the health of the 
people working in those mills ? — I t hink it is more 
injurious to the people outside the mills than those 
inside. I do not believe the injury overtakes the 
persons inside as it does those outside. The vapour 
and steam from those mills escapes back again into the 
streams, and then gets into the atmosphere. 

2706. In your opinion, as a medical man, is the 
vapour arising from the stream generated in those 
concerns contaminated to a dangerous extent ? — Yea, 
most dangerous. 

2707. Do you think the sanitary authorities are 
carrying out the law at all if they allow that to go on ? 
Have you known them to attack it in any way? — From 
a general knowledge of the meaning of the word 
nuisance, I should say not. 

2708. Axe you aware of any steps having been 
taken to prevent this dangerous nuisance ? — I do not 
believe there have been any steps taken, and I believe 
the only steps that could be taken to remedy that 
would be to prevent the mills using the stuff they do, 
and to have a constant supply of water furnished by 
the Water Commissioners to the mills. 
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2709. Do you know do they lieat the rooms in these point I have spoken of. If the vapour conies from 
mills with hot vapour or hot water pips ? — I am not that same water, it must be equally detrimental inside 
so well acquainted with that matter as I am of the and outside. 



Mr. William O’Hara re-examined. 



2710. Mr. Exham. — Do you know whether the 
rooms in which the people work in the mills are heated 
by hot vapour ? — I cannot tell from what source the 
water is taken, but the spinning of yams cannot be 
caiTied on unless the rooms are constantly filled with 
vapours. In point of fact when the workers come out 
of these rooms their clothes are literally wringing. 



2711. Are the rooms heated by hot water pipes ? — 
No ; a damp atmosphere is required for the puipose of 
spinning. 

2712. Does that remark apply to the mills on the 
Falls-road and along the Pound Burn ? — It applies to 
all spinning mills. 



Belfast. 
Jan. 3, 1877. 

Mr. Robert 
F. Dm, m.i». 

Mr. William 
O'Hara. 



Mr. Luke Macassey examined. 



2713. Chairman. — You are principal engineer to 
the Belfast Water Commissioners ? — Yes. 

2714. How long have you been in that capacity? — 
Since the year 1874. 

2715. Did you attend the meeting of the ratepayers 
yesterday ? — Yes ; I was present at that meeting. 

2716. Did they pass a resolution to this effect — “That 
we, the water-ratepayers of Belfast, in annual public 
meeting assembled, do hereby return our best thanks 
to the Belfast Water Commissioners for reducing the 
dwelling-house rate from Is. 8iZ. to Sd., and the fire 
rate from 5 d. to 2d., and we earnestly request the 
Water Commissioners to take all such proceedings 
before the Municipal Eoyai Commissioners and the 
Select Committee of the House of Commons as may be 
necessary to prevent the Town Council obtaining any 
of the powers now vested in the Water Commis- 
sioners.” Was that passed in your presence ? — Yes ; 
I was present when that resolution was moved, seconded, 
and passed. 

2717. Mr. Lawless. — What quantity of water can 
the Water Commissioners send into Belfast daily? — 
Well, at present we are sending in five million gallons 
per day. In the summer season we go down to fora 1 
aud a half millions, and last summer we went down as 
low as a two hours’ supply. That was not altogether due 
to the shortness of water in the reservoirs but to the 
fact that we were carrying on some new works, and 
we required the water to be kept in the largest store 
reservoir at a low level for. the convenience of the 
contractors. 

2718. On an average summer are you reduced to a 
four and a half hours’ supply a day? — Yes. 

2719. Do you supply private consumers at a certain 
rate fixed at a certain assessment ? — Yes. 

2720. Do you also supply the owners of large estab- 
lishments who take the water at a certain rate ? — Wes. 

2721. Are these rates contained in a book setting 
forth the tariff? — Yes. 

2722. Has there been a question between 'your 
body and the Corporation as to the supply of water for 
watering the streets? — Yes. They require a summer 
supply only, and we agreed to give it at the rate of 
16<f. per 1,000 gallons from the fire-plugs, and id. 
per 1,000 from the south side works. 

2723. Is the latter an inconvenient source of supply ? 
— Yes ; for a certain portion of the town. 

2724. And expensive? — Yes ; in cartage. 

2725. Was there ever any arrangement between 
the Water Commissioners and the Corporation for 

supplying water for the streets all the year round? 

I am not aware of any. 

2726. How, many reservoirs have you? — We have 
six, and we will have more. The storage of our 
present reservoirs is equivalent to 829,000,000 
gallons, and our new storage will enable us to store 
over 1,274,000,000 gallons. 

2727. When will you have that new supply? — 
We have some of it already, but after next summer 
we will have a constant supply of up to thirty gallons 
per head per day. 

2728. Mr. Exham. — Independent of that, what can 
you give the milk ? — That is the greatest supply we 
will have for all purposes. The present supply is from 
twenty-three to twenty-four gallons per head per day. 



This scale of measurement has been arrived at in Glas- 
gow by the Water Committee there after careful ex- 
periment. They allow fifteen gallons per head per day 
for domestic uses only ; that is considered ample. The 
next item is general allowance for the public, three 
gallons per head per day. The next item is for trades 
and special, seven gallonsper head per day. That would 
make altogether a total of twenty-five gallons per head 
per day. Then the allowance for waste is five gallons 
per head per day, which makes a total of thirty 
gallons per head per day which we will be able to 
give when our works are completed. 

2729. Mr. Lawless. — In cases of fire, how is the 
water supplied ? — As stated already by the chairman 
of the works committee there are some 2,000 fire 
plugs in Belfast. 

2730. By whom are they put in ? — By the Water 
Commissioners at their sole expense. I think the exact 
number is 2,060. These plugs form part of the system, 
and are kept in repair by the Water Commissioners. 

2731. Are they always kept supplied with water? 
— They are when we have water ; but previously to 
this last summer there were occasions when the water 
was not on in certain districts. 

2732. Are they supplied from mains or service 
pipes ? — From mains. There are not fire plugs on the 
service pipes. The service pipes supply the water to 
the houses. There are two kinds of mains. There 
are some service mains which are not always kept full. 
As a general rule, they are in all the principal streets. 

2733. What officer has control of them? — The 
Town Council can open them if they like, by the fire 
brigade officiak. 

2734. Have they a key for opening them ? — Yes. 

2735. Can they make them always available? — 
Yes ; provided the water is let on. 

2736. Supposing the water k not let on, and it 
becomes necessary to let it on in any of the service 
mains, whose duty is it to do that work ? Can the men 
of the Town Council do it ?— Mf any of their officiak 
know where the valves are, they can do it. 

2737. Is there any one whose duty it k to do 
that ? — Yes ; there is a man called M'Cudden in the 
employment of the Water Commissioners, and paid 
by the Town Council for doing this special work. 
He is always at their call, and he is a very efficient 
officer, and knows all the valves ; and as soon as he 
is apprised of a fire by any of the officers, he turns on 
any necessary valves to supply water. 

2738. Is he the man who k paid for doing it and 
who has the necessary keys? — Yes. 

2739. Have any other officers of the Corporation 
the means of turning on the supply into the empty 
service main? — The fire brigade officers have the 
means of turning on the water. I don’t know 
whether any other officers of the Corporation have 
besides the fire brigade officers. 

2740. Have the fire brigade the means of turning 
on the water if the service main is empty, without 
applying to M'Cudden at all ? — I believe they have ; 
but I believe also that if they don’t apply to him they 
won’t understand how to turn on the water, and 
instead of turning it on they might turn it off, which 
was exactly what did take place on one occasion, and 
they did more harm than good. 



Mr. Luke 
Macassey. 
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Belfast. 2741. Are tliere not any men in the employment 
Jim. 3, 1877. of the Water Commissioners for that special duty ? — 
M- Luis* No one that I am aware of except M'Cudden. 
Maoassov. There is a great deal in the turning on of water and 
opening the proper valves, some of which ai - e for the 
purpose of concentrating the pressure in a certain spot 
in case of fire. Of course all the turn-cocks are at 
the service of the fire brigade when they are wanted. 

2742. Mi". Exham. — Have the Water Commis- 
sioners ever objected to allow the Town Council to 
train as many men as they like to become acquainted 
with the turning of the cocks ? — By no means. The 
cocks are there for them to use as they please. 

27 43. If they train men and let them have keys, 
have you any objection? — Not at all. We would be 
glad to see it. If the fire brigade department were 
under the control of the Water Commissioner's there 
would be always an ample water supply. 

2744. Mr. Lawless. — Are you aware of complaints 
having been made of the supply in the case of fire not 
having been sufficient? — I am not aware. I have 
made inquiries since I went into the employment of 
the Water Commissioners, in connexion with every 
fire that has taken place, as to whether there was a 
sufficient supply or not, and I found that there was. I 
heard of one fire wlrich occurred in the Messrs. Lind- 
say’s, Donegall-pl-ace, where there was a little shortness 
of water ; but some of the fire brigade people had cut 
off the water instead of putting it on. The public 
thought there was a shortness of supply, but the water 
was there, and was turned off. 

2745. Mr. Exham. — Have all the service mains fire- 
plugs? — Yes ; the plugs are either on the mains or on the 
service mains, with the exception of a few short service 
mains where a plug would not be necessary. We have a 
population of 200,000, and we have 2,060 fire-plugs, 
which you will find is an average equal to that of any 
other town, and in a few cases there are private fire- 
plugs in the premises of manufacturers. There are 
some thirty of these, and I think they should be more 
general. I believe all the large warehouses ought to be 
provided with fire-plugs. The Commissioners will 
supply water for them, at a charge of 10s. a year. The 
fire-] ilugs would then be in easy reach, and the water 
would be much more efficacious before the fire is allowed 
to spread, and would do more good in the first five 
minutes than Mr. Reilly and his forces could do in a 
whole night afterwards. Warehousemen should go in 
for these and have fire-plugs on their premises. 

2746. What quality is the water? Have you had 
it analyzed? — Yes; by Dr. Hodges, and his analysis 
is very favourable. Sometimes in winter our water is 
muddy. Our conduit gets deranged under the liver ; 
but when the new works are completed we will draw 
our water from a new upper pond, so that the objec- 
tion which is now made to it in winter will be 
removed. 

2747. Are the Commissioners about to raise more 
money under their borrowing powers ? — Under the 
Act of 1874, we have borrowing powers to the sum of 
.£120,000. Our present works will take £70,000. 
We have power to increase our drainage area to the 
extent of 1,500 acres, and construct two new reser- 
voirs. This would give us a supply of eight million 
gallons per day, and these powers are still in force. 

2748. Will that new supply be introduced at one 
level or at different levels?— -Well, the water from 
Woodburn will all come in at one level. That is our 
great source of supply. There is a portion of water 
we get at Ardoyne, and then there is a part of the 
supply we take from the Cave-hill. All along that 
district there will be a pi’essure main which will be 
always charged, and which will be a great accommo- 
dation to the ratepayer's, and will be a great security 
against fire in the factories in that district and on the 
Crumlin-road. 

2749. Will you be able to give the mill-owners a 
water supply for their boilers when your new works are 
completed %— -We will, and I look forward to the mill- 
owners giving up the usiqg of the dirty water they 
now use, and using our water. 



2750. Do they use in these mills this horrible 
sewage stuff ? — I would not go the length of stating 
that they use sewage. If you have a mill on the 
stream and that you use the water of course when it 
leaves your mill it is more impure than when you «ot 
it. Certain kinds of .oil and lubricating stuff gets into 
the water, and when it comes to my mill I use it, and 
send it on down. By the time it passes through a 
dozen of mills, it is neither good-looking nor good- 
smelling. 

2751. If it happens in its course to receive contri- 
butions from the public sewers and other sources, is it 
improved ? — By no means. 

2752. Do any of these mill-owners take water from 
your body for condensing purposes ? — I don’t know 
that they condense with our water, but they get it to 
dilute other watei - . 

2753. Is that because it was too thick to use with- 
out being diluted ? — Yes. ' 

2754. If each millin succession returns back its refuse 
into the source that supplies the mill lower down, what 
a nice position the last must be in ? — It does not follow 
that it all goes back. A great deal of it will go into 
the public sewers. I can hardly believe that any mill- 
owner in Belfast would take water for condensing dii-ect 
from the public sewers. 

2755. We have it in evidence that some of the 
public sewers are discharged into the Pound Burn, and 
that it supplies some mills. Must not that be most 
injurious and dangerous ? — I think it would be better 
for the private mill-owners to give up using this supply,, 
and get our clean water. It must he bad for their 
boiler's to use this supply. 

2756. Mr. Kennedy says that it wears out the iron. 
Is that so ? — Yes ; it will corrode it. 

2757. Mr. Lawless. — I think you mentioned that 
there is no contract between you and the Corporation 
for firrshing the sewers '? — Yes ; I said so. 

27 58. It was said here by a member of your com- 
pany, that the sewers were not made to be Airshed ? — 
Yes ; the chairman of the works committee made a 
statement to that effect, as to the low level sewers. 

2759. Do you wish to make any statement about 
that ? — As to the flushing of the sewer's, we send into 
the town two acres of water ten feet dee]), in the day. 
That would be ninety per cent, going into the public 
sewers after being used by the consumers. With such 
a quantity of water going into the public sewers, if 
properly utilised the sewers ought to be sufficiently 
flushed. Any further supply which the Commissioners 
could give or will he able to give, if ram through the 
sewers in the way the present supply is or the way 
they are constructed would not properly flush them. 
Our main conduit bringing our water into town from 
Woodburn, is a three foot six-inch chamber, capable of 
running eight million gallons per day. If that was 
distributed through all the sewers in Belfast, it would 
not have much effect in flushing them, unless properly 
applied for flushing purposes. As far- as I know the 
Town Council have not constructed any apparatus 1 or 
mdde any provision whatever for specially flushing the 
sewers. Some of them have very good fall, and of 
course, a small quantity of water coining down will 
keep them clear. The other sewers are so flat in the 
fall that they cannot be thoroughly flushed without 
providing a special apparatus as has been done in 
London. The mode in which that is done generally is 
this : — A temporary sluice is put in the mains, and the 
water is allowed to gather there for a time, then they 
let it rash away with great velocity, and it clears 
out the sewerage. I therefore state advisedly and 
professionally, that all the water they could get will 
never flush the sewers as at present constructed ex- 
cept some provision be made for that purpose. A 
number of the sewers have flat gratings, so flat that 
when the tide rises in the river, it sends back water 
over the whole district. They cannot help that. I 
don’t blame the Town Council ; but I object to the 
Water Commissioners being blamed for not flashing 
the sewers. 

2760. According to your evidence there does not 
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oxisfc the means of efficiently flushing the sewers? — 
It does not exist, for the simple reason that it has not 
been provided. 

2761. Is there anything more? — I wish to say that 
the Water Commissioners in improving the supply 
have had great difficulties to contend with. The town 
lias been growing enormously both in population and 
in streets and houses. The Commissioners have taken 
trouble individually and as a board, in trying to keep 
pace with the improvement of the town, and to keep 
up the water of the town ; but although they have 
had a great many difficulties to contend with, there is 
no board at present so popular — from the fact that 
they are endeavouring, and I thiuk efficiently, to keep 
pace with the increase of the town. 

2762. Mr. Exham. — Is the supply that you offer at 
4(7. at a level to enable you to accommodate the mills ? 
— Some of them might get supplied from it. 

2763. Are not those the mills which get the worst of 
the water ? — Yes ; that which is got by the mills on 
the banks of the Blackstaff. 

2764. Would not that be a better quality of water 
than they are getting ? — Decidedly. 

2765. Would there not be less nuisance to the mill- 
workers from using that water ? — Decidedly. 

2766. Would they have to pump it up? — Not all, 
for the mills on the low level we could do it by gravi- 
tation. 

2767. What quantity coidd you give them? — I 
suppose from two to three hundred thousand gallons 
per day. 

2768. Would it cost each mill £1,000 a year to get 
si supply of water for their mill purposes ? — I could not 



say that on the moment, but I could easily give you 
evidence upon the point. 

27 69. However, you could give it to them ? — Yes, 
we could give it to them. I may state that it was 
given in evidence before you that this water was 
valueless. We pay for that south side water £800 a 
year, and we sell some of it in the form of specials to 
builders and contractors who are putting up houses. 
In some few cases we use it for domestic supply, so 
that it is not entirely valueless, as has been said. 

2770. Do you know where they got the water to 
water the streets last summer when you wrote to stop 
their supply? — I do not. I don’t think the water was 
stopped. 

2771. Mr. Lawless. — It was stated that the water 
was stopped because of an apprehension of scarcity? — 
Not so muck on account of scarcity. We were con- 
structing a large reservoir, and we were compelled to 
keep the water at a low level. We wanted to get an 
embankment made wherein to keep the water for the 
town, and there was a notice put into the newspaper 
asking the people to be as economical as possible. The 
following is the notice : — 

“ Wednesday, August 23rd, 1876. 

“Notice. — In consequence of the present dry weather the Water 
Commissioners request the inhabitants of Belfast to economize the 
water for a few weeks, when- they hope to have a supply of water 
from the new works available. 

“ R. Hamilton, Assistant Secretary." 

2772. Had that notice any effect? — I imagine it 
had. With the present works we can give them a 
plentiful supply. 

2773. Mills and all? — Yes, mills and all. 



January 4, 1877. 

Mr. Colligan re-examined. 



2774. Mr. Lawless. — You have intimated to us 
that you wish to make some statement as to the non- 
performance of their duties by the Town Council, 
with reference to their allowing houses to be occupied 
without being properly finished. Is that so? — Yes. 

2775. What is your complaint? — I allege that they 
have neglected, either through negligence or favour- 
itism, to cany out the 57tli section of the Act of 
1850 — the 13th and 14th Victoria, cap. 10S. 

Mr. Lawless reads section of the Act referred to. 

2776. Witness — I will give you the numbers of eight 
houses situate in Spring-view-street — Nos. 43, 44, 45, 
47, 49, 51, and 53 ; and my allegation with regard to 
these houses is — that the rooms on the ground floors 
are made with common earth, and have never been 
made of wood, flags, tiles, or asphalte, as required by 
the provisions of that Act. 

2777. How long have they been built? — They 
were built in the beginning of 1869, and inhabited 
ever since. 

2778. Have you seen the rooms that you refer to? 
— Several times; last time I saw' them was on 
Friday last ; I examined two of them. I went into 
them ; three of them ai - e now unoccupied, for no one 
could live in them at all. In one that I examined, an 
old woman showed me a place in the room beside her 
bed where she had a bit of carpet about two feet 
square, and she complained that the moisture came 
up through the earthen floor, and the damp that came 
Jip through it was very dangerous. 

2779. Was that room used as a bed-room ? — Yes. 

2780. Did you see these rooms yourself? — Yes, I 
saw two of them in that condition on Friday last, and 
I am convinced the whole eight are just the same. 

2781. Where are these houses situated? — .Close 
beside the Falls-road, in a very thickly populated 
district, in Spring-view-street ; there are about sixty 
houses there altogether. 

2782. What is the rating of these houses? — About 
£4 or £4 5s. 

2783. Mr. Exham. — Are they two-story houses ? — 
Yes ; there is a kitchen and. a little room down-stairs, 
and two rooms up-stairs, and yards to these houses. 



I believe it is the law that the yards should be paved 
or tiled — but if not, I know it is the rule with the 
Town Council. These yards are not paved or tiled, 
they were just filled in with earth hurriedly when the 
houses were built ; I was brought in to sec them, and 
there are pools of water in them. 

2784. What size are the yai - ds of these houses? — 
The yards are large enough, they are the size required 
by the Act of Parliament — ten feet, I think ; what I 
complain of is that they are not properly paved or tiled. 

2785. Have they privies in the place? — Yes, they 
have ; but they are in a very had condition ; in one 
that I examined, the manure place of the opposite 
privy was completely foiling down. 

27S6. Do you know the owner of these houses? — 
The owner of these houses is a building society. 

2787. Mr. Lawless. — What is the name of that 
society? — I had rather not give the name, as I have 
good reason for not doing so. I objected in my 
capacity as Town Councillor sometime ago with regard 
to not taking their securities, and I know the result 
of that ; so that I would rather not mention names. 
I am perfectly sure however that they belong to a 
building society of which Mr. Browne is the agent. 

2788. Who is Mr. Browne? — He is a land agent. 

2789. Is he either of the “Messrs. Browne” whose 
names were mentioned here before ? — No ; he is not. 
The reason I am bringing this before you is because I 
consider that the way in which these houses have been 
got up by speculators, one of whom was before you 
yesterday, assisted by building societies, is a grievance 
which should be put a stop to, and dealt with as the 
law directs. But unfortunately there are a large 
number of cases which are not so dealt with. A 
speculator in building ground goes and gets a number 
of acres forthat purpose, and he then builds afew bouses. 

2790. We know all that. 

2791. Witness. — What I say is that it is a very 
unfortunate circumstance : they merely open out the 
streets, perhaps, either at the bottom or the beginning 
to form the sewer ; and then they let them out in small 
lots, perhaps making £20 or £30 out of the transaction. 
These houses were built by a man who, I knew, did this. 

S 



Belfast. 

Jan. 3, 1877. 
Mr. Luke 
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2792. Sir. Lawless. — It is exactly to meet such a 
state of things that the “Belfast Building Acts” were 
passed. They are sufficient to meet this if they are 
enforced, and if they are not the Council are responsible 
for it. I can fully appreciate your reasons for bringing 
these cases forward. Can you show us any further 
instances of what you complain ? — What I complain of 
myself is that the Town Council don’t compel parties 
who take the ground to form the streets before they 
let it out in these small lots. They let it in these cases 
to parties who have to go to building societies for 
accommodation — to parties who ai-e going by these means 
to build small houses on speculation. They go to 
timber merchants who generally belong to the building 
societies (I have reason to believe that most timber 
merchants in town belong to these societies). They 
then get accommodation from them, and the timber 
merchants get their trade from these people. The 
result is that a man with a small capital has no chance 
against these people : their houses are ruined by this 
class of houses being put up in the streets, and the 
matter is generally winked at by the Town Council. 

2793. Is it your complaint that in many of those 
cases the Town Council don't cany out the provisions 
of the Act ? — Yes. 

2794. Can you give us any further instances of what 
you complain ? — I built some houses there myself, and 
after some time the other houses became tenanted by 
a worse class of people than it was intended they 
should be occupied by. The result is very bad for my 
houses and others of a similar class. 

2795. Were your houses in every case built in 
accordance with the requirements of the Act'! — Yes. 

2796. Were the others not! — They were not. 

2797. Mr. Exham. — Did you ever complain of these 
eight houses'? — Yes, I did : I complained to Mr. Frazer 
who was the assistant in the surveyor’s office. 

2798. When — about how many year's ago? — About 
four or five years ago I complained of it : I drew his 
attention to these houses and he said he would have 
the matter attended to, but he never did that. Perhaps 
it may be said that it was not part of his duty to do 
it ; but I may tell you that he thought it his duty to 
come to me when I was building my houses, and make 
me go down to the town surveyor to show I had actually 
complied with the law in every respect before the plans 
for nry houses were passed. 

2799. Did you complain to him that he was not 
making the builders of the other houses comply with 
the law while he was making you do it? — Yes. 

2800. It appears to be the opinion here from re- 
marks I have heard made that complaints should be 
made to the Town Council or their officers that the 
law is not being enforced before they ought to take 
action. Is there anytlurrg in the Act of Parliament 
that you know of to show that they are not to stir or 
compel the law to be carried out until or rrnless some 
one makes a complaint to them ? — There is nothing of 
that kind in any Act of Parliament, and that is my 
complaint against them. They act difi'erently towards 
some from what they do towards others. 

2S01. Is not the object of these building clauses for 
the preservation of the health of the people by having 
proper houses for them ? — Yes ; most certainly. 

2802. Mr. Lawless. — What is the second head of 
your complaint? — Witness. — The second head of my 
complaint is that the Town Council have been for some 
years hack, and still are, creating a great and danger- 
ous nuisance in a field lying between the Falls-road 
and Grosvenor-road. This field contains about tliree 
acres, and slopes down from Falls-road to the foot of 
it ; and I suppose it is probably fifteen feet below the 
level, of the streets at the low end, and it comes 
gradually up until it comes to Falls-road (as you heard 
from the town surveyor, the Falls-road lies on a ridge). 
The Town Council have been carting into that field 
the sweepings of the streets, with privy and yard 
manure, and emptying all together for some time back, 
and on Monday last I saw them doing so. 

2803. Dow long have they being doing this? — I 



think it is five or six weeks since they commenced to 
do it, and they have probably seven or eight bundled 
loads of this stuff in it by this time. 

2804. Is the slope at the lower part of the field 
towards the Grosvenor-road side? — Yes, arul runs by 
the new street called “ Brunswick-street.” 

2505. Is that street inhabited ? — No ; it is not. 

2506. Are thei'e many houses near it which are 
occupied ? — Yes ; and some good houses. 

2507. Who is the owner of that field ? — Mr. Dun- 
ville. 

2808. Is it being filled up to make it fit for buildimf 
ground ? — Yes. 

2509. Is not that laying the foundation of malaria 
for the houses ? — It is. You will observe from Dr. 
Browne’s evidence that there are 1,500 houses without 
privies, and of course the night-soil of these houses is 
thrown in the streets, and the matter is all brought to 
this place. During the time I haye mentioned there 
have been 800 loads of this stuff put into it; and, 
worse than that, at the bottom of this street there is a 
sewer which takes away the surface-sewerage from 
this field, and the effect of emptying it there is to com- 
pletely shut up the sewer, so that there is a large pool 
of water there now, which you could sail boats upon, 
and which is likely to remain there and become stag- 
nant. I called upon the sub-sanitary officer on Monday 
morning, and mentioned this matter to him. 

2510. Who is he? — I do not not know liis name; but 
he is the sub-sanitary officer of the district. He toldmo 
lie had reported it to. Mr. Scott, and that he had also re- 
ported it as a nuisance, and that the Improvement 
Committee had it in their hands. I also spoke to Dr. 
M‘Connell, the medical officer for the district, about it, 
and he said he had reported it as a dangerous nuisance. 
Notwithstanding it still continues to exist, and they 
are increasing it eveiy day. 

2811. Do you positively say that the sub-sanitary 
officer and Dr. M‘Connell both told you they had re- 
ported it as a nuisance ? — Yes ; and the sub-sanitary 
officer said he had reported it some time since — pro- 
bably some short time after they had commenced to 
use the place for emptying the stuff in. What I com- 
plain of with regard to this nuisance is, that though it 
was reported, nothing was done to stop it, and the 
place has been for some time nearly covered. With 
regard to the. nuisance mentioned yesterday by Mr. 
O’Neill, an expense of £50 would cover that nuisance 
from the Blackstaff to Mr. Lynch’s factory, and steps 
should he taken to abate it. I have also to mention 
that plans were put in for certain housesin March, 1873. 

2812. By whom ? — By a man named James Cooke ; 
and with regard to this, I would ask the surveyor to 
bring up his note-hook with the objections that were 
raised to the plans. 

2813. Were the plans objected to? — They were. 

2 SI 4. Mi-. Exham. — Before you go further, 1 have 
here a report from Dr. M'Connell, dated 5th December, 
187 6, in which he says — “ My attention having been 
drawn by the sub-sanitary officer to what I consider 
to he a dangerous nuisance in Dunville’s fields, I beg 
to report the same, and I recommend that the field be 
fenced in to protect parties from passing through the 
nuisance to the risk of their lives.” What has the 
improvement committee to say to that? — The im- 
provement committee has to clean the streets of the town. 

2815. Is it not the business of the sanitary 
authority ? Are not Dr. Browne and the sanitary 
staff responsible if it is a nuisance? — The police 
authorities have- summoned the Town Council with 
regard to the danger caused by this place. 

2816. Yon say that the plans you mentioned a few 
minutes ago were rejected ?i— Yes ; I saw in the im- 
provement committee’s report of May 2nd, 1873, that 
by the consent of the committee, -and by the advice of 
the surveyor, the plans are approved or disapproved. 
Under the head of these plans I saw these houses 
were disapproved of. 

2817. Mr. Lawless. — Does it give the reason for 
disapproving of them? — Yes. 
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2813. Were they disapproved of by the committee's 
adopting the surveyor’s report ? — Yes. 

2819. Were these plans for building six houses 
afterwards adopted 1 — Yes. 

2820. When ? — Nineteen months afterwards. I see 
in the report of the improvement committee, that they 
were brought up in the same manner at the Town 
Council meeting on December 2nd, 1874; and that 
report commences by saying, “that by the advice of 
their surveyor they approved of these plans.” 

2821. How do you know that they were the same 
plans ? — I called yesterday at the surveyor’s office, and 
asked upon what grounds these plans, which in 1873 
were disapproved of, were then passed ; and I was told 
if the houses were built it would close up the thorough- 
five. 

2822. I find by the report that the plans were 
passed — “The plans of James Cooke, of Killen-street, 
for building six houses in Albert-street, were dis- 
approved of because they would close the end of 
Milford-street.” 

Mr. Montgomery. — The plans were not passed by 
me, but they were passed by the improvement com- 
mittee. They were passed by the committee without 
my sanction. The widening of the thoroughfare was 
not accomplished. I asked the agent the price for 
which they would sell the ground, and he said 3s. 6 d. 
per foot per annum, and the committee declined to 
pay that price. We had absolutely no power under 
the Act to continue that street, aud mauy such streets 
have been blocked up in spite of us. 

2823. How was the space now left vacant acquired 
for the public? 

2824. Mr. Colligan. — By the Town Council paying 

£35. 

2S25. Mr. Montgomery. — The chairman of the com- 
mittee, one of the members, and some other gentlemen 
raised a subscription for that purpose. • 

2S2C. To whom did you apply concerning the piice 
of that ground ? — A Mr. M'Aulifie ; he asked 3s. G d. 
per foot per annum, but the committee would not give it. 
We found we had not means of purchasing the ground, 
and the matter remained in abeyance for some time 
until we persuaded the people by coaxing them, as in 
the case you heard of yesterday. The plans were sent 
in again, and we found we could not legally resist them. 

2827. At the time these plans were brought in was 
the space private property? — Yes.. 

2825. Were the plans afterwards passed by the 
committee. — Yes. Attention was called to the fact 
that this space was about to be closed up, and a depu- 
tation waited on the improvement committee, and a 
very strong ease was made that it should be left open. 
They endeavoured to have it opened, and the commit- 
tee again renewed their offer that they would contri- 
bute if any arrangement could be made to keep the 
whole of the street open. The committee had no funds 
for buying ground of that sort, and in the exercise of 
their discretion they refused to give the money, but 
some of the members in my presence offered to sub- 
scribe, and the ratepayers contributed some. 

2829. How much was given for that ground ?— 
There was £70 offered for the whole of it.- 

2830. Was it given for the half of it, or was it for 
the entire ? — It was afterwards given for the half. 

2S31. Were the plans passed before that £70 was 
agreed to be given ? — They were, and I -will tell you 
why 

2832. Was it after the plans were passed that the 
portion of the street was thrown down ? — It was Ion" 
after. If we don’t make any decision on the plans 
they can cany them out in spite of us ; if there’s any 
departure from the plans, and we bring them before 
the magistrates we have nothing to rely on. 

Mr. Colligan. — There is the Catholic houseof worship 
in Milford-street, and it is the best building for a house 
of worship in Belfast. 

2833. Mr.. Exham. — Is this your complaint — that 
the Corporation being offered this piece of ground so 
as to continue Milford-street for £140, they would not 
give that sum, and- that if they had given £140 they 



would be able to continue Milford-street through this 
place ? — Yes ; they got half of it for £7 0, and they could 
have got the other half for £70 more if they pleased. 

2834. Mr. Black. — You may assume that we could 
have got it for £140. 

2S35. Mr. Colligan. — Under the 92nd and follow- 
ing sections of the Act of 18G5, they would have 
power to refuse to pass these plans. (Reads section 
referred to.) The 98th section as amended by the 
22nd section of the Act of 18G8, gives power to impose 
penalties. In the first instance I say they should have 
given £140, and I also say that they had power to 
i refuse to pass these plans. 

2836. Mr. Exham. — What is the width of the place 
referred to ? — The street is about twenty feet wide, and 
it spoils the appearance of the street. I say that 
under the 93rd section they had power to refuse to 
pass these plans. I wish to say also, that the Corpo- 
ration have powers under their Acts to lay out in im- 
provements of this description £1,500 a year. They 
can raise £1,500 a year for this purpose ; and for 
£140 out of that £1,500, laying aside altogether the 
question of whether they had power to approve or dis- 
approve of these plans, they could have bought this bit 
of ground. I say that they should have paid this 
£140, and have this ground kept opened. It is an im- 
portant place in the town, and the money would have 
been well laid out. I will draw your attention to the 
fact that they are laying out hundi'eds of pounds in 
the present year for improvements not so great, and for 
the reason that they arc in the aristocratic portion of 
the town occupied by a different class of people. In 
University-roacl they are laying out at the public ex- 
pense a sum of £100 at the present time, in eulverting 
over the water-courses and building a wall along the 
Water Commissioners’ ground there. That has been 
done at the expense of the Corporation. They are 
also laying out a sum of £100 in Donegal-pass, by 
lowering a hill along which the Water Commissioners’ 
water passed. They are now lowering that — certainly 
for the public accommodation, but it will also make pro- 
perty of considerably more value to the owners there. 

2837. Mr. Lawless. — Are these improvements in 
University-road "and Donegal-pass, really substantial 
improvements to the parts of the town for which they 
are made ? — They are. I do not wish to object to 
these being made, because I wish to go in for all im- 
provements ; but I think they should be equally dis- 
tributed over the town. In Rosemary-street they have 
spent money in purchasing property in order to set back 
the street aud widen it. I say they have this £1,500 a 
year, and that they should equally distribute it over the 
whole town; for wc pay our portion of the rates and 
ought to have our portion of benefits from the public 
funds. It is said by all the people in the neighbourhood, 
that it is because this place which I first referred to, is 
inhabited by a certain class of people, and because it 
would be a particular accommodation to the numbers of 
people who attend the services at the church, there, 
having to go through that street, that tliej' refused to 
spend the £140 upon it. 

2838. What are the class of people to whom you 
allude ? — I allude to the Catholics. 

2839. Is the church to which you allude a Catholic 
church? — Yes ; and it is the best religious building of 
any sort in town. I may just say with regard to the 
money, that the Corporation gave only a sum of £35 ; 
Mr. John Browne, the chairman of the improvement 
committee, has given £5 ; Mr. Bernard Hughes £5 ; 
Mr. M'Caulay £5 ; and there was a poor man present 
who gave his bill for £25 to make up the difference, and 
that bill has been renewed from time to time. 

2840. Do you wish to give’ evidence about the 
cemetery? — I wish to call your attention to rules 
4 and 7 of the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council’s 
Order. (See Appendix No. 11, p 212, for rules.) 

2841. Mr. Exham. — Do you say that the Corpora- 
tion have violated these rides? — Yes, I do. I say 
that they have violated numbers 4 and 7 of these rules 
by burying five corpses in one grave, which they con- 
tinued for five years. 

S 2" 



Belfast. 
Jan . 4, 1877. 
Mr. Colligan. 
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2842. Do you mean five corpses not members of the 
same family 1— Yes. 

2843. .By tlie rules the grave is not to be opened 
within fourteen years?— Yes ; but I say they continued 
to open them from 1S69 to 1874. 

2844. Mr. Lawless.— When was the cemetery 
opened ?— In the year 1869. It is a wider and larger 
question than you seem to imagine. It was proposed 



to take in ten or eleven acres of additional ground, 
which would cost some £10,000 or .£12,000 to the 
ratepayers ; and I heard if the grounds already pos- 
sessed by them were properly allocated, there would b<- 
cemetery ground for fifty years to come. Another 
great hardship is, that if the money is to be spent there 
is a class of ratepayers that would have to contribute 
their portion although they would get no benefit from it. 



Sir. Thomas 
S. Dixon. 



Mr. Thomas S. Dixon examined. 



2845. Are you a ratepayer in Belfast? — Yes. I 
am a timber merchant and general merchant. Mr. 
Biggar complained that in consequence of my brother 
being a member of the Council and a member of the 
Improvement Committee, we were enabled to have 
plans passed which would not otherwise have been 
passed ; that statement I give a direct contradiction 
to. 

2846. Have you been a member of the Town 
Council? — No, I have not been. 

2847. Mr. Lawless. — Do you know the plans to 
which he referred ?— Yes : the property in Whitla- 
street for which I prepared the plans. 

2848. When ? — I could not give you the exact date. 
It was brought before the improvement committee in 
the absence of my brother. 

2849. Was your brother then a member of the 
improvement committee ? — He was. 

2850. I thought these plans were not put before the 
improvement committee, but referred to tlie surveyor ? 

I brought them before the improvement committee 

directly. 

2851. Were these plans disapproved of? — Yes. 

2852. By the surveyor? — Yes; and also by the 
improvement committee. 



2853. Did you bring them personally before the com- 
mittee ? — Yes. 

2S54. Was your brother sitting on the committee at 
the time ? — No, he was not. 

2855. Will you state the grounds upon which these 
plans were disapproved of by the surveyor and the 
committee ? — I asked them for an explanation of the 
reason why they refused to sanction the plans, and 
they said that they did not object to the plans, but 
that before passing them they would have to dedicate 
ten feet of ground for the purpose of widening New 
Andrew-street. I told the committee that they had 
no approach to New Andrew-street, and that we did 
not desire any entrance to it, and that we did not see 
that we should give our plot of ground and get no 
profit from it. Tlie answer was that the owner of tlie 
houses in New Andrew-street had only left twenty 
feet for the street, and had built his houses contrary 
to the recommendation of the town surveyor and the 
town improvement committee, and that in order to 
make amends for Ins misdeeds we were asked to give 
this piece of ground, and to get no remuneration. 
(Witness produces plans referred to.) The plans for 
these buildings were not passed until they made leases 
of that ground for ever. 



Dr. Jamo* 



Dr. James Moore examined. 



2856. Mr. Exham. — We have already heard about 
the Royal Hospital building, and it is not necessary 
to put anything more in the note? — -Very well. I 
am about thirty years surgeon to the Hospital, and 
have been deputed to come hero and speak to you 
about the smoke nuisance. 

2857. In what street is the hospital ? — In Frederick- 
street. 

2S58. Will you describe what the nuisance is to 
which you refer? — The hospital building is like a three- 
quarter square, and at the end of York-street there is 
a funnel which pours out smoke in dense volumes. It 
belongs to a stone manufacturer. The smoke comes 
up from liis place into the area in front of the hos- 
pital, and floats about in such a way that we can’t 
keep the windows open on account of it ; there is also 
a bread-consumers’ bakery nearly opposite which pours 
out smoke, and it comes into the space in front of the 
hospital. The place I refer to is on the opposite side. 
It pours into the front when the windows are open, 
and the health of the patients is very much impaired 
thereby. We would like very much to he able to 
give them fresh air, hut unfortunately we can’t do 
that on account of the smoke nuisance. 

2859. How long is the first one in existence ? — 
Well, I should say some few years. 

2860. How long is the second ? — There were a num- 



ber of old houses made into a bakery ; we do not feel 
it so much in the daytime, hut there is more smoke 
coming from it at night. 

2861. Are the funnels that yon speak of old chim- 
neys? — Yes ; they pour out such an amount of smoke, 
that standing in the hospital in the Charter wing, 
and looking over towards the other wing, you could 
not see the windows in it owing to the density of the 
smoke. 

2S62. Has this only occurred since the bakery was 
established ? — Yes. 

2863. Mr. Lawless. — Is the other nuisance to which 
3'ou referred as bad? — Nearly so. It is a stone-cutter’s 
work-place ; it is worked by machinery. There is an 
industrial school beside us, and the children there have 
suffered very much on account of the smoke. When 
pel-sons are brought to the hospital suffering from coiir 
sumption we are not inclined to take them in because 
of the smoke, and ..that you will see is a very great 
hardship indeed. 

2864. Why do not the hospital authorities indict 
these people? — I have spoken from time to time at 
public meetings about this. The remedy is to make 
the proprietors of these places throw their smoke higher, 
so as to carry it away clear of tlie hospital. We think 
the Town Council should have the nuisance put a stop 
to. They are the sanitary authority. 



Mr. Morton. 



Mr. Morton recalled. 



2865. Mi-. Lawless. — You mentioned to us that 
you wish to add some evidence. Is that so ? — Yes. 
I have visited the houses which I first referred to, and 
with reference to which Mr. John Browne gave some 
evidence, and I find that in Duncombe-street there are 
nine houses occupied; in Lagan-view-street, fifteen 



houses ; in Paucras-street, eleven houses, and in the- 
lower part of Memel-street, twelve houses. Memei- 
street is in a shocking condition. I went this morning 
and inspected the place. I do not know much about 
the flooring of the houses. 



Mr. Bernard 



Mr. Bernard Hughes examined. 



2866. Mr. Lawless. — Are you a member of the 
improvement committee ? — I am. 

2867. For how long? — Four or five years. I was 



in the Council in 1855, and remained in it for three 
years — till 1858. I then resigned. I became a mem- 
ber of the Council again about five years ago — in 1871, 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



133 



and have been in the improvement committee ever 
since. 

2868. Are you aware that plans for building are 
brought before the improvement committee? — They 
first receive the sanction or disapproval of the town 
surveyor, and then they are brought before the im- 
provement committee. 

2869. Is it the usual course for the improvement 
committee to act upon the recommendation of the sur- 
veyor ? — No, it is not ; but I was very seldom present 
on the passing of plans. Other gentlemen generally 
did not come to the meeting for an hour after me, and 
for perhaps an hour there would be only three or four 
present. We used to get through the minutes, and I 
generally retired between one and two o’clock, and the 
plans for building were generally passed afterwards. 

2870. Did the person who proposed the plans attend 
before the committee ? — He and his architect generally 
did. 

2871. Did they apply to have the plans passed, and 
bring forward objections to the decision of the surveyor 
if it was against the plans? — Yes; I think that was 
the course usually adopted. I did not know anything 
about Milford-street until two or three places were 
built up. I went to make inquiries about it, and saw 
Mr. Croft, the architect, with whom I was acquainted, 
and I said, “ This is a very bad job,” and he said that 
since he had got liis plans passed he would make us 
pay for the ground. 

2872. Used parties, whose plans were rejected, 
give notice of their intention to attend before the 
improvement committee ? — It was always understood 
they would attend. 

2873. Are the plans usually brought up after 
some of the members of the improvement committee 
have left? — Yes, after the majority have left. I was 
very seldom there at the passing of plans. 

2874. Mx-. Exham. — Who were the members of the 
improvement committee who used to sit ? — Generally 
at one o’clock ten or twelve members came in, when 
the real business commenced. Some came in later. 
Previous to this the minutes were read, and the 
accounts examined and passed. 

2S75. The gentleman to whom you spoke said that 
now he had got his plans passed he would make you 
pay for the ground i— -Yes. 

2876. Were you aware at that time that those plans 
had been disapproved of before? — No. When I heard 
what he said I came back to Mr. Montgomery and 
spoke to him about it, and he said, “ Mr. Hughes, I 
tried to prevent them from passing it two or three 
times.” He did prevent them from passing them for 
some time, but they were afterwards passed. 

2877. Were they passed in spite of him? — Well, I 
do not know if they passed iu spite of him. 

2878. Mr. Lawless. — Was Mr. Montgomery always 
obliged to attend when plans that had been rejected 
were brought up again ? — He generally attends, hut 
when he does not he has another young man who 
attends for him. 

2879. Mr. Exham. — On that occasion did he give 
you to understand that he did not wish those plans to 
be passed, and that notwithstanding his wish the 
plans were passed ? — Yes ; but he did not say who 
passed them, and therefore I do not know who did. 
They would be initialed by the chair-man if they were 
passed. 

2880. Mr. Lawless. — Have you, as a matter of 
fact, known plans to be passed in opposition to the 
wish of Mr. Montgomery ? — Not of my own know- 
ledge, except in the case of the tramways. He 
objected to them and would not pass them, and still 
they were passed. With regard to that street, I may 
say that Mr. Harvey was the man who got them 
passed. I brought five or six of the gentlemen on 
cars to the place and showed it to them, and they 
said it was very bad, and that they would try to get 
it remedied, and the consequence was, we found the 
man had bought the ground, and that he had a right 
to build when the plans were passed. Mr. Harvey 



said on the following day, when I was bringing the Beliasi- 
matter forward again, that they had no interest in it, Jan . 4. i«r 
and that it was the people up there who had an interest ^ Bernar. 
in it that got them passed. That is the reason why ji B ’g|, cs . 

I say he got the plans passed. Those gentlemen 
whom I brought to look at the place — Mr. John 
Browne and others and myself — subscribed to prevent 
the other half of the street from being closed up. 

2881. Mr. Exham. — Was there only part of the 
work done then ? — Yes. 

2882. If they thought it was such a very bad thing 
why did they not induce the Town Council to give £140 
and prevent the place being closed up ? — It could have 
been originally prevented by paying £140 or £150 : 
in fact I think it could have been got for £120. I told 
Mi\ Cook that I would guarantee to give my cheque 
for the money if he would take down the bricks and 
not give such annoyance. I also said “ you will find 
some horse and cart will run away and knock it down,” 
but he said he had begun it now and would go on. I 
afterwards sent my son and went myself to say that I 
would guarantee the expense. 

2883. As a member of the improvement committee 
I ask you do you think, having regard to the fact that 
it was • to be used as a public enti-ance to Milford- 
street, it was worth while for the town to pay £140 
for the people of that district ? — I do. There has been 
£400 or £500 laid out in other parts of the town on 
improvements not so useful as tlm would have been 
in my opinion. There was £300 or £400 laid out in 
Rosemary-street. 

2884. Was it ever suggested that this particular 
poi-tion of ground should be bought? — Yes, and the 
Council afterwards gave £35 towards buying part of 
it and we raised £40. 

2885. Admitting there was £35 given for pai-t was 
there any proposal to sell the whole of it for £140? — 

The owner of it told me that he went to the Council 
and offered it to them for £140 before he let it to 
Cook. 

2886. Mi-. Lawless. — Was the £35 given in pursu- 
ance of a resolution of the Council ? — I do not know. 

2887. Mr. Exham. -^-Wonld the people have sub- 
scribed £70 if the Corporation gave £70? — Yes, and 
the Rev. Janies Young, would have given something. 

Mr. Peter Quinn was made take down two houses 
that he had built. He was ordered to do so by the 
chairman. He brought forward plans. 

2888. Where were those houses ? — In Short-strand, 
Ballymaearrett. 

2889. Were the plans approved of? — Yes ; on the 
conditions that he built them according to the plans. 

He built two houses and they summoned him for not 
building them in accordance with the plans. 

2890. Mr. Montgomery. — These houses were built 
without any plans being passed and the magistrates 
convicted him, and they were ordered to be jmlled 
down. I wish to say in the presence of Mr. Browne, 
that he was there and had the plans, and they withdrew 
the complaint on condition that he would go to take 
down the two houses, and build them in accordance 
with the plans passed. 

2891. To Mi-. Hughes. — With regard to the laying 
down of the tramways, was Mr. Montgomery’s opinion 
overruled by the improvement committee 1— Always. 

2892. In what way? — He said the work was not 
done well. 

2893. Did he, therefore, refuse to pass them? — 

That was it. The Government engineer came down 
here, and Mr. Montgomery would not pass the work, 
and then afterwards the Coimcil or the town im- 
provement committee let it pass over. 

2894. Mr. Lawless. — -This report of the town 
improvement committee carries out at all events 
what you say, Mr. Hughes, about this opening. If 
keeping the half of it open would effect a desirable 
improvement to the thoroughfare it would be much 
more so by having the whole of it open? — Five times 
the money would not buy it up in a dozen of years. 

2895. During the time you have been on the im- 
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provement committee were there many members of it 
interested in the building trade directly or indirectly 1 
— Yes, six or seven of them, but I do not believe any 
of them would be influenced by that in an improper 
way, and I believe they were of more use on the com- 



mittee owing to their professional knowledge — pro- 
vided there was no underhand work. They were 
generally in the timber trade, and Mr. Harvey was a 
builder, and that led me to think he was interested in 
getting those plans passed for this man Croft. 



Sir. Robert 
Carlisle. 



Mr. Robert Carlisle re-examined. 



280 G. Witness . — I wish to add a little to the 
evidence which I gave when I was before examined. 

2897. Chairman. — On what point'! — On two or 
three points. The Blackstaff is one. 

2898. I think we have had cpiite enough evidence 
with regard to the Blackstaff ? — W ell, this is not exactly 
on the point of the Blackstaff being a nuisance ; that 
is, I think, admitted ; but it is with regard to the 
reason that has prevented the Town Council from 
abating the nuisance. 

2899. Well, if there is anything to show that the 
Corporation have not done their duty, that we will 
hear '? — That is the point I want to give evidence on. 
When I was a Town Councillor the cpiestion was 
always discussed at the Council, of making catchment 
basins or dams for the purpose of abating the floods. 
The Blackstaff' is a nuisance in two ways, by the 
flooding and by the millowners using the sewerage 
water. The Blackstaff is quite pure until the point 
where the Pound Burn falls into it. A section of 
the Corporation was always for making catchment 
dams at the expense of the ratepayers, to procure 
pure water for the mill owners instead of the sewerage 
water the}' are now using. I was always against 
that ; and my proposition was that by the powers 
they had of making a district sewerage, they should 
take the sewage out of the Pound Bum, and 
then to compel the millowners if they polluted the 
water to send it back by filtration in a pure state. 
And I believe if it had not been for the way in 
which the millowners had been favoured, that it would 
have been remedied in that way long since. 

2900. Is it then your opinion that the influence of 
the millowners prevented the Council from taking that 
corn-se which you say would have been the proper 
one 1 — Yes ; and I think it would be very unfair to 
make the town pay for good water for the millowners 
instead of that they are now using. 

2901. How many of the millowners were members 
of the Corporation ? — A great many. If I had the 
list of the names I could point them out at once ; but 
I believe that the millowners outside the Corporation 
wield greater influence in these matters than those 
who were inside the Council. 

2902. When were you a member of the Corpo- 
ration? — From 1870 to 1873. 

2903. Can you tell me the names of any millowners 
who at that time influenced the Corporation 1 — W ell, 
I consider there was a general influence. 

2904. Can you name any? — Yes; I consider that 
Mr. P uffin influenced them considerably, also Mr. 
Ewart, and Mr. Mullan. 

2905. Mr. Lawless. — Do you mean that you knew 
it ? — Well, I knew it in this way, that the improve- 
ment committee, which I know to be the purest com- 
mittee in the Corporation, contrary to the evidence 
given here, did their best to break: up the sewerage 
committee, and we brought up resolution after 
resolution for that purpose, hut there was always a 
beat up of members to defeat us. That committee 
was the cause of the delay in making the improve- 
ments in the Blackstaff and Pound Burn, and we did 
our best to break it up, so that the improvement 
committee could deal with the nuisance. 

2906. Chairman. — Who were the members of the 
sewerage committee then? — Well, I think Dr. Browne 
and the borough surveyor were the principal hands, 
although it required three to make a quorum. I was 
put on the sewerage committee, but I objected to 
remain on when I found I could not do any good. 

2907. Did not the town surveyor attend in his 
capacity as surveyor, and not as a member of com- 
mittee? — Yes. 



290S. Was Dr. Browne then a member of the 
Council? — Yes. Had it not been for that sewerage 
committee and the obstruction given by it to the im- 
provement committee, I have no doubt but the proper 
remedy would have been applied long since. 

2909. Mr. Lawless. — Was there any application 
ever made to put your powers under the 1SG5 Act in 
force ? — There was not. The powers would he insuffi- 
cient, and the best way was simply to take the Corpo- 
ration sewers out of the Blackstaff, and then compel 
others to do the same. 

2910. According to Mr. Gaffikin the Blackstaff has 
been relieved by some drains ? — I think that was not 
by Mr. Montgomery’s plans ; I think tliat was done 
by Mr. Harvey, myself, and some other members. 

2911. Chairman. — Well, the material fact will be, 
if you can prove to us that some scheme was moved 
in committee, and that it was resisted by the mill- 
owners who were members of the Corporation. I have 
turned over the minutes here now, to see if any such 
proposal was brought forward by any one and I cannot 
see that there was ? — It was brought forward in an in- 
direct way. A report was made on the subject, but 
we found that we could do nothing, and the members 
who were most anxious to have the Pound Bum puri- 
fied found that they could do nothing except by break- 
ing up the sewerage committee. 

2912. Mr. Lawless. — Was that before 1873? — It 
was. 

2913. Was the constitution of the sewerage com- 
mittee altered then ? — It was ; and a different set of 
men were put on it. 

2914. Chairman. — Wliat I want to know is, if there 
was any proposition made in committee or elsewhere 
to prevent the mill-owners polluting the river and 
which the mill-owners defeated ? — There was nothing 
direct ever brought forward of that kind ; but we tried 
to break up the sewerage committee, because we 
believed it was obstructing the improvement com- 
mittee. The result of that was, that a compromise was 
made. 

2915. Mr. Lawless. — What was the compromise 
you refer to ? — It was by putting a great number of 
the members of the improvement committee on the 
sewerage committee. 

291 G. The Chairman read the names of the members 
of the sewerage committee, and the witness stated that 
two of them, Messrs. Mullan and Dufiin, were mill- 
owners. 

2917. But the object of your coming forward to give 
evidence is to show that the schemes which you referred 
to were prevented by the millowners from being car- 
ried into execution ? — Yes. 

2918. But you should he able to give us some dates ? 
— The minutes will show a resolution by which we 
made an effort to break up that sewerage committee. 

2919. Mr. Lawless. — Was the motion to break up 
or to dissolve the committee ? — It was to abolish it, 
and transfer its functions to the improvement com- 
mittee. 

2920. Do you say that the influence of the mill- 
owners was brought to bear to defeat that motion? — 
No doubt of it. 

2921. Chairman. — But you ground it on this, that 
the sewerage committee had influence brought to bear 
on them by the millowners to defeat any proposition 
to abate this nuisance? — We were most anxious to get 
sewers made in certain places, and it was more to get 
outlets for the sewers that the improvement committee 
wanted this for the purpose of passing streets, and it 
was very awkward for the improvement committee to 
be passing plans and not knowing where the sewers 
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•would run. For instance, in the case of the Antrim- 
road district sewer, the improvement committee was 
passing plans, and there was no way laid out by the 
sewerage committee for the falls in those plans. A 
large scheme was prepared by the borough surveyor, 
and that scheme was. brought before the Corporation, 
and I, myself, upset that scheme effectually, and in 
such a way that on the day on which it was brought 
forward they could get no seconder for it, and it broke 
up the whole scheme. We were met by the objection 
from the surveyor and others that there was no other 
outlet but to bring it through Donegall-street and 
Waring-street. 

2922. Well, we don’t want the details of the 
scheme. 

2923. The minute book showing members of sewer- 
age committee in 1870 was produced, and Mr. Carlisle 
said the only mill-owners on it were Alderman Lindsay 
and Sir John Savage, and Councillor E. H. Thompson, 
interested in that branch of business. In 1871 Aider- 
man Carlisle, mill-owner, and E. H. Thompson, were 
on the sewerage committee. 

2924. Now, do you mean that Alderman Carlisle 
and Sir John Savage, for the interests of their busi- 
ness, obstructed motions which would have the effect 
of purifying the Blackstaff? — Yes; and Mr. Ewart 
also. 

2925. Mr. Ewart was not a member of the commit- 
tee ? — Well, in council he was obstructing. 

2926. But you said the sewerage committee ob- 
structed? — Yes, by doing nothing. 

2927. Js Sir John Savage’s mill on the Blackstaff? 
— Yes, it is. 

2928. Tell me any other mills on the Blackstaff in 
which members of that committee had an interest? — 
Sh- John Savage’s, the Brookfield Spinning Company, 
and the dye works of Alderman Carlisle, of which Mr. 
Mullan is a director. 

2929. Who inoved this resolution to abolish the 
sewerage committee ? — I believe it was Mr. Gaflikin, 
and it was seconded by myself. 

2930. On what grounds'? — Simply that they were 
not doing their duty, and were obstructing the improve- 
ment committee in not giving proper outlets for the 
sewerage. 

2931. Mr. Exiiam. — Do Sir John Savage’s and Mr. 
Carlisle’s mills discharge their sewerage into the Black- 
staff? — Yes, they do by the Pound Burn. The fact of 
it is that above where the Pound Burn falls into the 
Blackstaff the river is pure, and it is the Poimd Bum 
creates the whole nuisance. 

2932. Chairman. — Can yon point out any move- 
ment with the exception of this of merging the 
sewerage committee with the improvement committee 
which you say would have prevented or was brought 
forward to prevent the flooding or pollution of the 
Blackstaff or Pound Burn, and which was rejected by 
the mflifeuce of the mill-owners? — No; because we 
could scarcely bring forward a resolution of that sort. 
I believe there were two resolutions brought forward 
on two occasions in Council. 

2933. Was there none in committee? — After the 
overflow was taken from the Blackstafl there was very 
little flooding there. 

2934. Was there any resolution proposed which was 
rejected by the sewerage committee, and which would 
prevent the flooding or improve the Blackstaff ? — No. 

2935. Then what do' you come forward to prove? — 
That the sewerage committee for 1870 and 1871, and a 
great part of 1872, did nothing with refei - ence to the 
district sewers of the town, and that wasthetimethatthe 
improvement committee were making exertions to do 
so. After the additional members were put on the 
sewerage committee they took an active part in mak- 
ing other sewerage districts — it takes a long time to 
make a sewerage district — and before we got the 
length of the Falls district I left the Council and I 
don’t know what has been done since. 

2936. But what you say is, that owing to the in- 
fluence of the mill-owners these efforts were obstructed, 



and I want you to point that out ? — Well, the sewer- Belfast. 
age committee did nothing for those two years. Jan . 4, i877. 

2937. I want you to prove that anything was re- ^ 
jected? — It would be very difficult to prove it, as I Carlisle."* 
was not a member of the sewerage committee. 

2938. Mr. Lawless. — In order to show that you 
should be able to prove that some scheme was pro- 
posed and rejected? — The only thing was a recom- 
mendation that was conveyed to the sewerage commit- 
tee, and it would not be allowed to be put on the 
minutes. 

2939. Chairman. — But you cauuot show that any 
sewerage scheme was rejected ? — No. 

2940. Then you are only wasting our time ? — I 
know that all the time I was in the Council the im- 
provement committee did their utmost, and they were 
upset entirely by the sewerage committee. 

2941. But you have not given us one instance of it.. 

We have referred to the minutes and we have not 
found anything to bear’ that out. What did you come 
to prove? — What I came to prove is this: that the 
Town Council could, if that committee had done then- 
duty, have abated the nuisance in connexion with the 
Pound Burn and the Blackstaff, and my impression is 
this, that that was owing to the influence of the mill- 
owners. 

2942. But impression is a very different tiling ? — 

Well, as a general rule mill-owners have influence. 

Well now evidence was given by Mr. Murphy here. 

He stated that the price of water was such that mill- 
owners were compelled to use sewage water. Now the 
• only mill that uses the Water Commissioners’ water 
for condensing and boiler purposes is oneiu King-street, 
a flour mill belonging to Mr. Neill. He gets water 
from the Water Commissioners, supplied by meter, 
and the whole account last year was something under 
£20, both for cooling and for boiler purposes. Mr. Hind, 
a mill-owner, also has taken water for boiler purposes, 
not for condensing, and it cost a small amount indeed. 

Mr. Neill’s is a very large concern, so that the price of 
the water cannot be the reason that the mill-owners 
, use in their boilers the sewage matter that they do. 

Another point I want to draw your attention to is the 
way in which the Gas Act is beiiig cai-ried out. My 
impression is that it is being can-ied out in the same 
way as the Harbour Commissioners carried out then- 
works for a certain time — that is, they have a large 
number of works that are short-lived. Their pipes will 
only last twenty-five years. That is about the average 
length of time that they will last in the gasworks. 

2943. Were you a member of the gas committee? 

— No; the Corporation hadn’t the gasworks then. 

You will find by the report of last year the small 
amount for pipes. The amount that the pipes would 
cost would be £150,000, and the outside time that 
they will last will be thirty yeai-s. The Corpora- 
tion should set aside a sinking fund as a renewal fund 
that would renew them in thirty years. The Harbour 
Commissioners did the same, and at the end of thirty 
yeai-s they had to double tlieir rates for the purpose of 
renewing their works, and the same thing will occur 
with the gas if they don’t take px-ecautions, and have 
a fund for renewal . They .are now putting down mains, 
and they are not charging enough to revenue, but far 
too much to capital. The x-esult will he that they must 
stxike a lax-ge x-ate in some time, or raise the pi-ice of 
gas to meet the expenditure. I -wish also to refer to 
the political influence which some officers of the Cor- 
poration exercise. I know this of my own knowledge. 

It is seven years ago since Alderman Mullan was x-e- 
elected alderman. At that time I attended a meeting 
in the Victoria-hall for the purpose of taking pax-t iix 
the election. It was a conservative meeting, and was 
called by advertisement. I was thex-e as a member of 
the party. I saw a considerable number of the officers 
of the Coiporation thex-e, and Ml-. Cobain in pax-ticulax-. 

The object of the meeting was to select an alderman to 
the Town Council for St. Anne’s Ward. Mr. Mullan 
was the alderman going out. Before that he had sworn 
himself to be a whig, and I thought it was very strange, 
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and I said so much on the subject that Mr. James 
Alexander Henderson was nominated, but, strange to 
say, although it was a very considerable meeting of 
ratepayers, some parties took it upon themselves to 
change the nomination from Sir. Henderson to Mr. 
Mullan. At that meeting Mr. Cobain was present, 
taking an active part, and what I want to draw your 
attention to is, that the gas was turned off to give me 
a beating. It was done by some of those in the place, 
and Mr. Cobain was taking an active part in the 
meeting. 

2944. Mr. Lawless. — Do you mean to say that Mr. 
C'obain was taking an active part in canvassing or 
nominating candidates there ? — I saw him speaking to 
a great many of the people who were taking an active 
part in the meeting. 

2945. Chairman. — Did he speak ? — Not publicly ; 
but he took an active part. He was at the meeting, 
and spoke to parties who spoke publicly. Well, in 
reference to the opposition of Sir J ohn Savage to me 
in 1872. At that time I knew very well that I could 
be returned had it not been for the influence that Mr. 
Cobain used for Sir John Savage amongst some of 
my own friends on the Shankill-road. There is no 
doubt but I was defeated that year by that influence. 

2946. What proof have you of that ? — Well, some 
of the parties who asked me to stand against Sir John 
Savage, because he did not do his duty in reference to 
the riots, actually voted against me afterwards. 

2947. Did any of those parties say that it was the 
influence of Mr. Cobain changed them? — No, they did 
not say that directly, but they said as much. 

2948. Well, what proof have you that Mr. Cobain 
used that influence ? — Well, I don’t wish to bring the 
parties forward. I would rather let it go for what it 
is worth. 

2949. Then the charge falls to the ground ? — Well, 
in a meeting in Dock Wal'd, when Dr. Alexander was 
changed from being a councillor to an alderman, Mr. 
Cobain was there, and taking an active part. I saw 
him canvassing for Dr. Alexander, and I heard him 
distinctly saying that Dr. Alexander should be the 
alderman for Dock Ward. 

2950. Did you hear him influence persons to vote 
on behalf of him ? — I heard him influence them before 
the election by stating that he was the proper man to 
make alderman. 

2951. To whom did he say that ? — Oh, I could not 

2952. Mr. Lawless. — W ere they voters? — Yes, I 
presume so. 

2953. Chairman. — Could you not name one person 
to whom he said that? — I could not. I want to men- 
tion also in reference to that, that in 1872 all the 
officers’ salaries were revised. They were revised, and 
a few of us considered that the proposed increases 
were, too high. It was then considered better to have 
an amicable arrangement, and that we should reduce 
the whole of the increases by one-half. We all agreed 
to that. However, to our surprise, when the salai'ies 
came up, and it was moved that the report should be 
adopted with the compromise, Dr. Alexander proposed, 
aud I do not know who seconded, that Mr. Cobain 
should get the full amount of increase given at first. 
1 voted against that, and I said I could not see how 
we should pick out one and not give the full amount 
to another. That was in 1S72. I went immediately 
after that to the News-Letter office, as I had business 
with Mr. Lilbum, the editor, and he told me that in 
consequence of my opposition to Mr. Cobam he would 
write ugainst me until he would put me out. 

2954. Well, what have we to say to this ?— Well, 

i -W enderS ° n ’ tlle proprietor of the News-Letter, 

and Mr. Cobain are brother Orangemen. The editor 
told me that he would write against me until he 
would put me out of every board in the town. I 
told him that I only did what was my duty, and I 
believed Mr. Coham was fairly paid at the time. That 
is the only instance I will mention. 

2955. We know nothing about the Belfast Neics- 



Letter, and Mr. Lilbum Las no connexion with the Cor- 
poration, so what can we have to do with that ? — Well 
it shows this, that influence was brought to bear on 
the News-Letter. I can go no further than the facts. 

2956. Mr. Lawless. — Were you written against in 
the News-Letter l — Yes, I was, and they refused to 
publish a reply from me although they published a 
correspondence on the other side, and in some of the 
reports of my speeches afterwards they made me speak 
nonsense, and made it ridiculous, carrying out the 
object in view. 

2957. Chairman. — Oh, well no matter about tliatj 
we cannot take any notice of it. 

2958. Witness. — Well, before I go I want to say 
this, that I believe the gentlemen in connexion with 
the improvement committee have done their duty to 
the best of their ability, and I believe that this talk 
of a “ timber ring ” is incorrect. So far as I could 
see, for the three years I was on that committee, there 
was no undue influence brought to bear. I had no 
connexion with any of the timber merchants, and I 
believe that they did their duty to the best of their 
ability, and that they have done so without favour. 

2959. Mr. Lawless. — Is all that Mr. Biggar said 
incorrect then ? — I do not know, but so far as I saw 
I could find no fault with the members of the timber 
trade on the committee, although sometimes they were 
in opposition to my views. 

2960. Chairman. — Did you see any favour shown 
to any builders on that committee ? — Quite the reverse. 
Now, with reference to Mr. Browne’s buildings on 
the Donegall-pass, I know that, so far as I could see, 
Mr. Browne was perfectly right, for he was giving a 
strip of ground to the Corporation, and he only asked 
what other people were getting — that the footways 
should be kerbed and that flagging should be put 
along the footpath; and the sub-committee recom- 
mended that he should get the same as other people, 
and then it was done at once. The only other case I 
can instance is one in Donegall-place. The borough 
surveyor had served a notice in connexion with a board 
where there was an outshot, and the gentleman had a 
signboard on it. The house belonged to Mr. William 
Ewart, a member of the Corporation, and the borough 
surveyor ordered the board to be taken down. It 
came before the improvement committee, and they 
examined into the whole matter, and they gave direc- 
tions contrary to the borough surveyor. No doubt 
there was influence brought to hear on the borough 
surveyor to have the board removed, but the improve- 
ment committee ordered that nothing should be done 
to it, as it had been there for twenty years or more, 
and instead of being a nuisance, as alleged, it was the 
means of preventing a nuisance at that place. 

2961. The borough surveyor had influence brought 
to bear on him, you sav, to remove it ? — Well, the 
tenant of the house wanted a window put up where 
the board was, and that tenant was a tenant of Mr. 
Ewart’s. I believe that improper influence was brought 
to bear on the borough surveyor to get the hoard 
removed. 

2962. Mr. Montgomery (borough surveyor). — That 
is perfectly untrue ; I deny that. 

2963. Mr. Carlisle. — Mr. Montgomery denies that. 
Well, first I say that Mr. Montgomery served a notice, 
and that summonses were issued, or about to be issued, 
when the gentleman whose signboard it was came 
before the improvement committee, and when they 
heard how it was they stopped the prosecution, and 
would not allow Mr. Ewart any favouritism more than 
any other ; so that I always found the improvement 
committee showing favour to no party. 

2964. Chairman. — I want to know when questions 
arose in which any of these builders, being members 
of the improvement committee, were themselves con- 
cerned, as with reference to apportioning expenses to 
be charged to themselves, whether they took part in 
the proceedings in the committee ? — They never inter- 
fered, and, as a general rule, whatever Mr. Montgomery 
recommended or disapproved of, was accordingly 
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adopted or rejected, and, as a rule, builders never 
interfered -with reference to tbeir own plans. 

2965. When suck questions were brought forward 
before the committee, did those members who were inte- 
rested in the matter retire or act ? — As a general rule 
builders’ questions were de cidedin the same way as others. 

2966. Do you ever recollect an instance in which it 
was sought to throw expenses on a builder who was a 
member of the committee, in which he remained to 
vote, and influenced the others to vote against it ? — No, 

2967. Chairman (for Mr. CoUigcin ). — Can you say 
why it was that Mr. Cosgrove, who complained that he 
had only one house in a street was compelled to pave 
it, while Mr. T. H. Browne, a member of the improve- 
ment committee, has streets open for three years and 
has not paved them yet? — Well, materials in many 
cases could not be got, or men could not be got to pave 
the streets all at once ; and what was generally done 
was to take up those streets that were worst. One thing 



stopped the improvement committee, and that was that Belfast. 
a street could not be made until there was an outlet Jan . 4 . is;;, 
for the sewerage. In many cases the improvement Mr 
committee were sorry that they could not make streets Carlisle, 
on account of there not being an outlet for the sewerage. 

2968. Mr. Exham. — Are you more or less connected 
with the building trade? — No ; my business is in con- 
nexion with earthworks, and for the last year only. 

2969. Do you know that certain streets belonging 
to certain parties were paved by the Corporation years 
since, and the owners had writs issued against them 
for the cost, while adjoining streets belonging to other 
parties had nothing done to them up to the present ? — 

Well, it was impossible to pave all the streets at once. 

2970. Surely it was not impossible to put an obstruc- 
tion at the end of them until the Act of Parliament 
was complied with? — Well, there was not enough 
houses for all the people. I think there were recom- 
mendations put on the books to pick up the worst 
streets first. 



Mr. John Rea examined. jx r . .j 0 i m u KU 

2971. Chairman. — Are you a solicitor and rate- the action of the Town Council in preventing Dr. 
payer of this town ? — I am a solicitor resident here Dorrian from having that which a compliance with his 
anil practising in this town, and throughout Ulster, demands would give him, viz. a virtual ownership of the 
I have been a member of the Corporation twice for graves. With regard to the Blackstaff nuisance, I want 
a period altogether of three years. I was also a mem- to say in fair play to the Corporation, that I believe 
her of the Water Commissioners Board for six or seven the Corporation are substantially right with regard to 
years, and a Poor Law Guardian for one or two years, the Blackstaff nuisance. [Mr. Rea then entered into a 

2972. Well what are the particular points with lengthened narrative of the history of Belfast munici- 
reference to which you wish to give evidence ? — I wish pal affairs for the past twenty years, which the Com- 
to say first, -with regard to the burying ground question missioners held to be irrelevant to the present inquiry, 
that I entirely agree with the Town Council in reference In 1862 the Corporation, he added, voted a salary of 
to them proceedings relative to Dr. Dorrian’s demand to £1,000 to the then mayor, Mr. J olm Lytle, for the pur- 
have an influence over the public cemetery which would pose of paying the costs of litigation with Mr. Rea. No 
not be allowed by any Corporation, and had not been salary had up to that been paid by the Corporation to uke 
asked by any Presbyterian or Protestant priest. I mayor. That was a misapplication of the ratepayers’ 
believe a large body of the Roman Catholics approve of money. For six years each mayor was paid £1,000.] 



January 5, 1877. 



Mr. Montgomery re-examined. Mr. 

2973. Chairman. — As questions affecting your have them deposit removed by workmen. That is the 1 ""’S"™ 
department have been raised I think it will save time statement T originally made — that in some sewers in 
if I allow you to answer them in the order in which Belfast which admit the tide what is called flushing 
you have, I believe, taken notes of them ? — By your would increase the evil instead of removing it. In 
directions, as I was not allowed to reply at the time I England we found that fully proved some fifteen or 
have taken notes of them. First, -with regard to Mr. sixteen years ago. 

Hcott’s, the water commissioner, evidence about the 2974. Is it a fact that the majority of the sewers 
flushing of the sewers. Mi - . Scott and Mr. Carlisle in Belfast lie below the level of the river? — That is 
both said that these sewers in Belfast coulcl not be not true. Water flowing through all the sewers in 
flushed, and quoted the borough surveyor as their the town would be useless although it might in some 
authority. It would be convenient now to say that of them remove the deposit. 

their engineer, Mr. Macassey, stated that they can be 2975. Mr. Lawless. — Is it true as stated that 
flushed, but that the Council hod not constructed any there is no apparatus for flushing ? — The new sewers 
apparatus suitable for flushing them. Now I say that are so constructed as to be self-cleansing. It would 
a great many of them can be flushed, or I would be an admission that they were wrongly construct mI 
rather use the word “ scoured.” I never said that to say that they wanted flushing. It was said that 
the sewers of Belfast did not require water, on the the sewers in the low levels and some of those in .the 
contrary I put in my printed report on the drainage, higher districts generally have ten inches of stagnant 
dated November 22nd, 1866, in which, on pages 28 water lying in them, and that statement I wish to 
and 29, you will find I said, “ In addition, a standing correct, and also that many of them were lower than 
supply of water should be afforded for the cleansing of their outlet, and that for example the sewer in Little 
the sewers, and this is indispensable for their proper York -street was in a high district, and that the water 
working ; ” and on the next page — “It would be im- lies within eighteen inches of the level of the fire- 
practicable to attempt large floods in any case; more- places in the houses. Each and all of these state- 
over, in dry seasons when water would be most ments I contradict. • In the first place all the sewers 
wanted itcould not be obtained undertlie presentwaste- have a fall towards Hie tideway (these sewers alluded 
fid system;” and at the bottom of that paragraph — to), and where the tide falls below the bottom of the 
“ watering the streets could be effected by this plan.” sewer these sewers were designed to be empty. Tins 
Therefore Mr. Scott made a mistake. He alleged does not occur on every day, for on many days the 
Mr. Carlisle informed him that I said water was not tide does not leave the sewer at all. 
wanted for the cleansing of the sewers. It is simply 2976. In spring tides? — On a great many days, 
untrue. I say that Mr. Scott informed this tribunal For some days sometimes it will not leave the sewer, 
that his authority was Mi - . Carlisle, and that he had 2977. Are these sewers at low water free from sea 
told him this idle story. It is utterly untrue. Many water ? — Yes ; they are then clear from sea water, 

of the drains can be scoured, but some of them must 2978. Is that only at low water of spring tides? — 
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That is a matter of levels. These sewers have valves 
which provide for keeping the tide out, and while those 
valves are closed the back water accumulates, and, 
therefore, there is back water in them. These sewers, 
unless they are cleansed by manual labour or mecha- 
nical contrivances, will have a deposit. All that is 
fully stated in my report. Unless the valve is opened 
to give egress to a dirty sewer there must be stagnant 
water in it. 

2979. How recently have those sewers been con- 
structed? — They were constructed before I came to 
Belfast in 1861. 

2980. Are they the oldest sewers here? — Yes; in 
dry weather, when there is a bad snrell from some of 
these sewers, washing them with clean water would 
abate it. I do not lay much stress upon flushing these 
sewers, for I do not think it would be a very successful 
operation. 

2981. Mr. Exhah. — I f you say they are full during 
a great number of springs must they not be so during the 
neaps also. The sirring tides ram out more titan the 
neaps ? — Yes ; but they are never blocked up ; they are 
empty to within about two feet. One-half of them are 
empty. You will find the facts carefully stated in the 
report. All cities built on estuaries are the same. 
The sewer in Little York-street has no valve on it at 
all, and it flows the whole way to the tideway. Unless 
it is cleansed water might gather in it. There is no 
valve, and in dry weather nothing to prevent an accu- 
mulation of deposit in it. If it is scoured with water 
it would be to a large extent relieved from the deposit 
that Mr. Scott complains of. 

2982. I understand his complaint to be that there 
is a sewer under his premises, and that the water comes 
up to within eighteen inches of the fire-place? — Mr. 
Scott’s house sewers are made with so little fall that 
they contain tire deposit, and I believe that is the 
reason why it goes so near his fire. I could make that 
all right for a few pounds, but it is the duty of the 
ratepayer's to do it. 

2983. He says the water is within eighteen inches 
of his kitchen fire, and, therefore, the sewer must be 
within eighteen inches of the kitchen fire. Is that so ? 
— At the time of high water the sea comes up this 
sewer, which is in fact an open channel, in which there, 
is no valve, and it comes not only to within eighteen 
inches of the ground, birt it sometimes arises to the 
level of the street. I want to show you the rashness 
of the statements made. It was said that this was one 
of the highest districts of the town, and to that I give 
a direct contradiction, and under no system that I 
know of can you prevent the tide from rising. If you 
carry out a large scheme of drainage, and employ 
plenty of pumping power, we can abate that, but they 
must not cry out about these works unless they give 
us the money. 

2984. Is the curing of this defect in tire sewers part 
of the large scheme %— Yes ; and it cannot be remedied 
by any small work in any particular locality. What 
I would ask water for is for cleansing the streets. 
There are multitudes of old, dirty, ill-built courts and 
lanes in Belfast, and if they were washed with a hose 
and jet as you know is done in some large towns, it 
woirld be a very great matter. It would be extremely 
valuable indeed. I would make them a present of the 
flushing if these streets were washed from the fire- 
plugs with a hose and jet, for it would not only clean gp 
the surface in dry weather, but it would also cleanse 
the gullies and sewers that I have recommended to be 
scoured. We do not want it in wet weather for we 
have plenty of water for those purposes then. 

2985. Mr. Lawless. — Do you think the town wants 
that?— -I am only giving you my own opinion — there 
are a great many things in Belfast that we have not 
got, but want. 

2986. Chairman. — Will the Water Commissioners, 
by their new reservoir be able to increase the supply 
to the town very largely %— Of course they will. 

2987. Do you not expect this deficiency of water to 
be remedied when the new reservoirs are completed 1 — 



I have no doubt they will. I am not complaining 
even of the deficiency, but I think the price that is. 
charged of Is. id. per thousand gallons in the dry 
season when we want it is practically a prohibition. 

2988. Will they be able to supply you from the fire- 
plugs when they get the increased supply ? — Yes- I 
am sure they will. With regard to Mr. Carlisle’s evi- 
dence — it is, so far as I am concerned in my department 
a repetition of the statements that were made by Mr. 
Scott. 

2989. Is it a fact that the Corporation use the water 

of the Pound Burn for watering the streets ? — The 
superintendent of the scavenging department will be 
here aftermetogive youfull particulars as to that. With 
respeetto the report of the sub-committee before referred 
to by Mx\ Dinnen, the facts are, Mr. Carlislevery impro- 
perly, during my absence in England, came into my 
office and got hold of some plans I was working at 

2990. Was he then a member of the Town Council? 
— Yes ; and on the sub-committee, but he was utterly 
incompetent to judge of such plans. He got those 
plans from my assistant. They had the lines of ex- 
isting sewers marked on them, and certain other 
works of indication. He noticed that the Pound 
Burn came between the ends of sewers, and it was 
very obvious to any person not educated in this par- 
ticular business that if you drew a line from sewer to 
sewer it would be a very handy way of connecting 
them. He produced such plans that it really took all 
my official gravity to enable me to discuss. However 
I sat down to answer all his recommendations as 
geutly as I could, for I never forgot that he was a 
member of the council. When I came home I had to 
answer this extraordinary report, and I did so, but I 
am afraid that Mr. Carlisle showed some animus against 
me for doing my duty. He seemed to have a notion 
that he could make water run up a hill. He had 
some influence with cer-tain persons, and he took a 
great deal of trouble from time to time making this 
foolish proposition. When he would not take my 
advice I said “ perhaps you will take Mr. Rawlinson’s 
(the inspector and engineer of the Local Government 
Board in England), which confirms mine.” The Cen- 
tral Railway Company wanted to interfere with the 
sewage of the town, and they proposed the same sort 
of sewer-pipes under their railway tunnels. I was 
to be the judge under the Act of Parliament, and I 
condemned their plans, and got the matter referred to 
Mr. Rawlinson as the highest authority on the subject. 
We were taken to London, and Mr. Rawlinson decided 
that I was right, but even that would not be taken as 
enough by Mr. Carlisle, and the report was sent be- 
fore the committee, and my report had to go to con- 
tradict it. That is the whole of this subject. 

2991. Mr. Exhasi. — One portion of the complaint 
was that when he and two others were appointed to 
consider the matter the report which they made was 
refused to be entered on the minutes? — I have nothing 
to do with that. I forget all the little details of the 
matter. With regard to the Fairy Well stream— this 
m ini ature Pound Bum — it is an old water-course, 
and the people who have property on its banks 
have a right to the use of its water, and we cannot 
take it from them without paying them compensation, 
and that answer applies to all of these cases. I need 
not repeat that Mr. Harrison (now Judge Harrison) 
was brought here specially to go over these rivers. 
We went into this matter and we were advised that 
we could not prevent the mill-owners from abusing 
these streams. 

2992. Do you say, as a matter of fact, that you 
were advised you had no right to prevent the mill- 
owners from polluting the streams. I can understand 
that they have a right to use the water and send it 
back again as they get it, but not that they have any 
right to pollute it. Mr. May’s opinion was, that the 
Town Council were the first offenders themselves, and 
that, therefore, they could not prosecute others ; that 
opinion I can well understand? — Well, I admit that, 
but Mr. Harrison himself came over the river, and his 
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attention was chiefly directed to the submerged weirs 
or contrivances for raising the rivers, ancl causing a 
nuisance in them. The question of taking and re- 
turning the water to the stream after use was not the 
main question at that time. The other was the im- 
portant question. 

2993. Chairman. — Was a written opinion given by 
Mr. Harrison 1 — I have no doubt that some written 
opinion was given. 

2994. Are you speaking from or referring to a con- 
versation that you had with Mr. Harrison when you 
were inspecting this river together, or from your 
having read his written opinion I — I should say from 
both. 

2995. If there is a written opinion we must have 
it produced ? — I am sure there was. 

2996. Mr. Exham. — Do you say that the present 
Judge Harrison advised that the Corporation had no 
power or right to stop the pollution of the rivers by 
the mill-owners ? — I do not mean that. 

2997. But Mi-. Carlisle’s complaint is, that they 
were knowingly allowed to pollute the water, and that 
in addition, the Corporation themselves polluted it ? — 

1 admit that. You will find it in my printed report. 
Fortunately I have everything down. As to the Fairy 
Well, it is quite true that they do use it, and it is a 
miniature Pound Burn. The sewers also are dis- 
charged into it, and have been before I became surveyor, 
but it is now altogether covered over. 

2998. One complaint was that when the Council 
were constructing sewers (main sewers), they allowed 
this polluted water-course to run on in its existing 
channel to supply some of the manufactories ? — Of 
course we did. if we had stopped any of that water 
we would have been threatened with an action. 

2999. Chairman. — Did you threaten to stop it ? — 
Yes, I did, and had a warning notice from the York- 
street Spinning Mill, and Mr. Reid, the managing 
director of the company set a watch on us day to 
day to prevent our interfering with it, and yet this 
water is not so clean as we would like it. After the 
Fairy Well stream was last used we diverted it into 
the public sewers, and a great blessing it is to the 
public sewers which it passes through, because it 
scours them. Another complaint was, that after it 
was diverted into the public sewers the two passed on 
to Mr. Crawford’s works, and that we put on a six- 
inch pipe and certain contrivances for giving him the 
best of it. This water-course, which has been diverted 
into the main sewer, was used by manufactories. I 
was very anxious — the district was rapidly increasing, 
and the sewer was becoming more and more polluted 
and unfit for manufacturing purposes, and many new 
streets were being drained into it on the Shankill-road, 
so I advised the Council to prevent it from coming 
down Townsend-streetand going into the Pound Burn, 
which was subject to floods at that time. It is not 
subject to them now. I advised them to divert it from 
the Pound Burn, and to take it down North -street, to 
the tide. That is one cause that I say has greatly 
abated the nuisance in the Pound Bum, and one of the 
.causes which has greatly diminished the flooding. Of 
course it was necessary to give a supply to those 
people who have a legal right to it, and they got it. 
I plead guilty to that charge, but I would do it again. 

3000. Do I understand you to say that a part of the 
water is sent down a glazed pipe to the foundry in 
Townsend-street and down to Smithfield mill, and that 
another portion of it is diverted from the Pound Bum? 
The complaint is that the Council send down sewage 
matter into that river, and down to those factories, 
where it is used, and returned again in a much more 
polluted state, from being heated, and that they actually 
supply other places by tliis glazed pipe with sewage 
water. Is that the fact? — What I said was, that 
while we conducted this water down North-street, and 
so into the tide, we were obliged to leave the manufac- 
tories who were using this water what they needed. 
This pipe was so contrived as to give them the best of 
the water from the Fairy Well stream, which had be- 
come polluted. 



3001. Mr. Exham. — Was there a new sewer made Belfast. 
on the bed of the Fairy Well stream ? — No. The com- 

plaint is, that whereas they had a right to have it Mr< 
come down its original channel, and no one had a Montgomery, 
right to divert it, that it was turned by the Corpora- 
tion themselves into the sewer higher up, and that 
these persons then said, “You are taking it away from 
the usual bed now, and you have a right to give us 
water.” 

3002. Chairman. — Do you give them as pure water 
now as they formerly had from the Fairy Well ? — I 
think purer. I would rather say less polluted. 

3003. Mr. Lawless.— When was that done? — About 
four years ago. I say the water is the same. 

3004. Chairman. — They say that the Corporation, 
through their officials, give water more polluted to the 
mill-owners than they previously had ? — I do not think 
it is more offensive. 

3005. Mr. Lawless. — Could it be worse ? — It could 
be worse. It will be getting worse every day. With 
regard to Alderman Cai-lisle’s cooler. He charged 
Alderman Carlisle that in one of his manufactories he 
had a coolei-, and that the sewage of the houses which 
ai-e built around it was discharged into it, and that the 
plans for those houses were passed by the borough sur- 
veyor. To that I give the flattest contradiction. It 
is totally devoid of any particle of truth. The plans 
were passed, but when they came into me I called 
attention to that cooler. 

3006. Chairman. — Then do you say that in point 
of fact, the cooler existed when the houses were built? 

— Yes. The houses drained into the adjoining street 
sewers. I had the place inspected the other day, and 
the manager of the factory will be here to prove that 
the houses clo not send the drainage into that cooler. 

I spoke to Alderman Carlisle on the subject, and he 
denies it. As a matter of fact they have a pump and 
they use that pump-water, and do not use this filthy 
stream. He says that at present they are using the 
pump. The manager is here and you can examine 
him. Those houses are all drained into the street 
sewers. Our men saw them. If any person had 
surreptitiously put a four-iucli pipe into the reservoir, 
and Mr. Carlisle had informed me I should have sent 
a man to examine it. 

3007. We understood Mr. Carlisle to say that the 
house drains communicated with the reservoirs which 
led into the cooler. Is that so ? — I say not — at least 
not to my knowledge. 

3008. Have you ever sanctioned any plans which 
drained those houses into the reservoir? — Certainly 
not. It would be a monstrous thing to do so. 

3009. Mr. Exham. — It is alleged that there is foul 
matter in it plain to be seen by anyone. Mr. Carlisle 
has even asked us to go and judge of it for ourselves. 

Surely if you go up yourself you can see it, and tell us 
whether or not his charge is true ? — I clo not deny 
that if the whole of these coolers are not frequently 
cleansed, they will give off an offensive smell. 

3010. Chairman. — Did yon sanction the con- 
struction of those drains that are complained of in 
Haldane-street and Shaftesbiuy-place %— I not only 
did not sanction them, but if I found such a state of 
things existing as was complained of I would order the 
parties to be prosecuted. 

3011. Do you believe that the sewage matter finds 
its way from Haldane-street and Shaftesbury-place and 
the surrounding streets into this reservoir on Adder- 
man Carlisle’s premises, after passing through the cess- 
pool into which they drain in the first instance ? — I 
have no knowledge of it, and I do not believe it. 

3012. Mr. Lawless. — Do you know anything to 
the contrary ? — I clo not. I sent a man up to examine 
into this matter, ancl he reported to me that there are 
no houses drained into the coolei-. 

3013. Chairman. — It is alleged that these houses 
are drained into the cesspool in their reres, from which 
cesspool there is communication into the cooler? — If 
that is so it is very improper, but I have no knowledge 
of it being the case. 

3014. Mr. Carlisle. — I assert that the drains from 

T 2 
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Belfast. these, houses run into this cesspool which discharges 
Jim. s, 1877. itself into the cooler. 

Ml . 3015. Mr. Montgomery . — I know nothing of that. 

Montgomery. I know of nothing but the Fairy Well stream, and I 
do not believe what Mr. Carlisle states to be a fact. 



Mr. Donnelly, the inspector of sewers and foreman of 
works, on the day after the statement was made, went 
to the place and examined it and inspected it, and if 
you wish you can examine him upon the question. 



Mr. James Donnelly examined. 



3016. Chairman. — Are you the foreman of works 
under the borough surveyor? — Yes. 

301 7. Did you inspect this place referred to ? — I did. 

3018. Did you find any drains from houses running 
into this reservoir which has been referred to, and 
which contains sewage matter ? — No ; I examined it 
carefully and found none. 

3019. Can you undertake to say that there is none? 
— I can. 

3020. Mr. Exham. — Is there a tank or reservoir in 
Alderman Carlisle’s yard? — Not that I am aware of. 

3021. Did you hear Mr. Carlisle say that there was 
a tank into which the liquid filth from Haldane-street 
and Sliaftesbury-place discharged itself? — I am not 
aware ; there may be a tank in the yard. 

3022. Is there any communication between the 
cooler and the tank in the yard ? — None. I examined 
it carefully, and it was very low at the time. 

3023. How can you be sure of that if you do not 
know whether or not there is a tank in the yard ? — 
Well I don’t believe there is. 

3024. Was the cooler empty ? — No. 

3025. Were you tbe overseer who saw the sewers 
made ? — I was. 

3026. Did you hear any complaints made iii refer- 
ence to Landscape-ten-ace %— I .did. 

3027. Mr. Montgomery.— But that is a mile away 
from this place. 

3028. Chairman (to Mr. Carlisle). — Did you give 
any notice of this matter to Mr. Montgomery at the 
time 1 * 

3029. Mr. Carlisle. — I lmouglit the complaints of 
the neighbourhood before the Corporation about this 
particular spot because the complaints were terrible 
about it. 

3030. Was that after you had made these exami- 
nations ? — After I examined it I made complaints 
about it two or three times, and it was well known to 
the members of tbe Corporation as well as to Mr. 
Montgomery that the drains ran into that pla ce . 

3031. Mr. Montgomery. — I never heard of this 
complaint before from any source until I heard Mr. 

. Carlisle make the statement here, and I do not believe 
the statement was ever made at any meeting of the 
committee. 

3032. Mi\ Carlisle. — I remember distinctly bring- 
ingup before the sanitary committee the complaint 
with reference to Haldane-street and Shaftesbury-place. 

3033. Chairman- (to Mr. Donnelly).— Could you, 
as a practical man, have suffered a pipe to cross the 



street from those houses and discharge itself into this 
reservoir? — I certainly would not do that at all. 

3034. It must be within your recollection whether 
or not such a thing did occur ? 

3035. Mr. Montgomery. — I do not believe this 
complaint was ever made at any committee meeting. 

3036. Chairman (to Mr. Carlisle ). — How long is 
it since you ascertained the fact about this reservoir ? 

3037. Mr. Carlisle . — At the time this sewer was 
made. 

3038. How long is that ago? — Six or seven years ago. 

3039. Did you make any report of that to the Town 
Council ? — I did not report it in writing. I simply 
brought before the committee the complaints of people 
that I heard. 

3040. Were you a member of the Town Council at 
the time you made these complaints? — T was. 

3041. How long ago is it since you ascertained that 
the pipe which drains Landscape-terrace was continued 
into this reservoir? — Six or seven years ago. 

3042. Did you make any report of that fact to 
anybody ? — I repeatedly brought the matter before the 
Corporation. 

3043. Did you bring the matter as to this pipe 
being continued from Landscape-terrace houses into 
the reservoir instead of being carried into the main 
sewer before the Corporation— did you report that ?— 
I reported generally that the sewage was being piped 
into that reservoir, and was poisoning the neighbour- 
hood all round. 

3044. Was it while you were a member of the Town 
Council you did this? — Yes, while I was a member of 
the Council. 

3045. Then in point of fact this sewer has been made 
a long time ? — It has. 

3046. Mr. Mcmtgomery . — The street in which this 
sewer is will he completed one of these days, and then 
any sewer in the street 'will be connected with the 
main sewer. 

3047. Mr. Lawless (to Mr. Carlisle ). — Was it to 
the improvement committee you made the complaint 
of this state of things ? — I have no doubt it was to the 
sanitary and improvement committees. I remember 
distinctly bringing it before the sanitary committee 
on one occasion. 

3048. Chairman. — Was Alderman Carlisle a mem- 
ber of the committee at that time? — He was a mem her 
of the Council. I understood that the chairman was 
manager of this factory, and that he is here to contra- 
dict this statement. 



Sir. Montgomery’s 

3049. Mr. Montgomery. — Herdman’s dam is lower 
down on the same stream. I can vouch for it myself 
as a very impure stream. It creates a bad smell in 
the neighbourhood. 

3050. Mr. Lawless. — Is it remediable by any means 
in your power— by anything you or the Corporation 
can do to prevent it? — Yes; but then comes the lead- 
ing question — it should he closed up at once. I got 
some pipes put in to prevent the flooding in Smitlifield, 
and it ceased to be continuous. The flooding has 
ceased more or less but the nuisance remains. 

3051. Suppose you adopt some engineering means 
to prevent the flooding, would the use of them, pre- 
judice Mr. Herdman’s water rights ? — Decidedly. 

3052. Chairman.-— Is there any other point upon 
your notes upon which you wish to give evidence ? — 
Yes. You have taken evidence with regard to the 
streets being too narrow, and there have been different 
opinions expressed upon the subject. These streets 
have' been laid out under my supervision, and I do not 
consider that thirty feet is too narrow. I differ in 



examination continued. 

opinion from those who say it is ; for workmen’s houses 
two stories high, I consider thirty feet is quite sufli- 
Cie ?nk aUC ^ ^ ^ ave sorae experience of such matters. 

3053. Mr. Carlisle . — I never said that they were 
too narrow, but I said the town was built too closely 
together, and that there should be more open spaces. 

, 3054. Mr. Montgomery . — -It was stated here that 
the houses were built hack to back, but. that is utterly 
untrue ; there are no back-to-baek houses in Belfast. 
I agree with Mr. Carlisle that there should be more 
space between tbe houses. My object was that there 
should be a passage which would allow the people to 
wheel away the human excrement. When I was ap- 
pointed the law did not require any plans of buildings 
to be submitted to the surveyor, hut after a good deal 
of agitation I got the Council to apply for powers com- 
pelling the parties to produce plans and they got them. 
I strongly advocated that back passages should he pro- 
vided, and that we should have power to insist upon 
it, because then the contents of privies and ashpits 
were being carried through the rooms in the houses 
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where families lived and ate their food. ' I thought that 
amosthideousconditionof things. Very great opposition 
was given to me about that amongst other things, and 
I was not able to cany it out. In point of fact that 
is the great blot upon the present system of work- 
men’s houses. Mr. Carlisle is of opinion that the back 
passages are a nuisance. 

3055. He said that at one time it was tried to get 
passages between the houses and it was found to be a 
great nuisance ? — 1 assure you that in Bradford, Liver- 
pool, and Manchester, these passages are not found to 
be a nuisance ; they are kept very clean. 

3056. However that is a matter of opinion, you 
need not trouble yourself to answer that any further ? 

I wish to add that if you can assist in getting tire 

making of such passages compulsory you will render a 
great service to the town. In Hopewell-street there 
fs a block of houses that foim a hollow square, without 
yards, and I am informed that Mr. Carlisle is the owner 
of them. The houses surround the square and there 
are some common privies for the use of all the houses. 

I think that that arrangement for tire working classes 
is a very bad one. 

3057. Were those houses to which you refer built 
in your time'] — I believe they were, but I may tell you 
that some time after the passing of the Act of 1866, 
things were done that we do not do now. Previously 
I was single handed in grappling with these matters, 
but we have got proper machinery since then, and 
tilings are properly carried out now. If the change is 
made that things were done improperly at that time 
I plead guilty to it. Everything had to be created, 
and we are now working in something like the way 
we ought to do. 

3058. Was the block of houses in Hopewell-street, 
built shortly after the passing of the Act of 1866 ? — 
We have tried to trace them but cannot. I think 
Mr. Carlisle began to build them without any plans, 
and I objected to them at the time. 

3059. Would you allow houses to be built now in 
that way 1 — No : nor would I then, but die houses 
were commenced and I did not prosecute him for them : 
however the fault is not mine. That disposes of the 
matters relating to the defects in buildings. Here- is 
a document (handing in same) which will explain the 
complaints about Hopewell-street ; we are required by 
the Act of Parliament to see that there is a yard to 
every house, but before we got the new powers we had 
no power to insist upon plans. With the staff I had 
I could not watch the building operations properly. 

3060. Is there any passage through which the refuse 
of those houses can be taken away except through the 
houses themselves 1 

3061. Mr. Carlisle. — Yes; there is a gate- way. 

3062. Mr. Exham. — Had you not power under the 
124th section of the Act of 1845 to deal with the 
matter ? 

3063. Mi - . Montgomery. — At the end of six months 
after the committal of this offence against the law there 
is no power to take proceedings. With regard to Dr. 
O’Malley’s complaint about the asylum at Ballynafeigh. 
I may say that it is another instance of building houses 
•without lodging plans. Some seven or eight years ago 
it was quite a common thing but it is never done now. 

3064. Chairman. — If it is necessary for the owners 
of houses to make a larger tank so as to prevent the 
overflowing of the sewage into the road, it is incum- 
bent on the Corporation to compel them to do so ? — 
I have advised such steps to be taken in this case. 

3065. How long ago ? — About three weeks ago. 

3066. Mr. Exham. — How long has the nuisance 
existed? — The first complaint to me was from my 
deputy. There are some seventy or eighty people 
there who are engaged in washing clothes, and the 
liquid from it is allowed to run on the highway. Of 
course they could be prosecuted for this. I thought 
the nuisance should be taken across the public high- 
way, by a six-inch pipe, but since that time other 
complaints have come in about the drainage.. 

3067. Mr. Lawless. — In that district ? — In that 



which has been sewered by cess-pools, and I believe Bewast. 

some of the inhabitants are anxious to have it made Jon. o, isri. 

into a drainage district, and are willing to undergo 

the heavy charge therefor. I have got orders to Montgomery. 

prepare a scheme for the district of Ballynafeigh, and 

to report whether or not I think it advisable just 

now to make it into a drainage district. 

3068. When did you get those instructions ? — 

Since you heard the complaint. 

3069. Previously was it your advice to take it by 
means of a pipe to the other side of the road ? — Yes. 

3070. Chairman. — Would you advise the Corpo- 
ration to go to the expense of making it a drainage 
district? — Yes; if we had the majority of the people 
willing to go to the expense. With regard to 
Mr. Stewart’s complaints as to the pavement. A great 
many of the old streets are paved. It is rough paving 
but that is all that is wrong with it — it is wholesome, 
good paving but rough. I ■wish we had money to put 
down flagging instead. There was a complaint about 
Victoria-street and Anne-street being flooded, but the 
whole of that place has been thoroughly drained and 
paved, except the footways, and I have over and over 
again called attention to the fact that those footways 
ought to be flagged at tire cost of the owners of 
property, and for this reason ; the Town Cormcil sold 
the adjacent lands by public sale to certain persons 
who were about to build, and the consideration was 
partly in work, and partly in money. They paid so 
much money, and they were to flag the footways. 

They have partially done so, and I advised the Cor- 
poration before you came here, to take proceedings, 
and compel them to carry out their contract. The 
improvement committee on two occasions passed 
peremptory resolutions, calling upon the owners to do 
this work. I think after this, that Mr. Black will 
not be to blame if he issues writs against them. The 
real complaint is that the improvement committee are 
too lenient. 

3071. Mr. Lawless. — Who arc the owners ? — 

There is a whole lot of them — six or seven. 

3072. Chairman. — Are any of them member's of 
the Town Council ? — I think not. The members of 
the Council have clone theirs. Sir - John Savage is the 
only one who is a member of the Council along that 
line, and he did his part many years ago. 

3073. Mr. Exham. — If he did it many years ago why 
were the others not made do theirs 1 — Here is one 
reason that was given. One gentleman (a Mr. Clarke) 
came to the committee and said, “ I have an architect 
engaged and I am preparing to build a pile of ware- 
houses on my ground. I will lodge with you a sum of 
money to do the imperative part of the work — the 
kerbing and channel, and I’ll do the rest as soon as the 
warehouses are completed.” The committee thought 
that was a reasonable proposal and agreed to it ; but he 
undertook to go on with his building much soonerthanhe 
has done, for he has not begun yet. He paid to the 
cashier the money for the portion of the work that 
had to be done then. With reference to the great 
complaints about this building and its drainage, I have 
to say that the drainage of the courts was not executed 
under my direction, nor was it for some time found to 
be defective. The architect who was paid for this 
work must not have attended to the drainage as well 
as he ought to have done. I have had to look after 
that as well as I could. 

3074. Have you done anything to remedy the cause 
• of complaint? — Yes, everything I could do. 

3075. Have you tried to prevent the flooding of 
■ the basement ?— I have puddled a large portion under 
the floors, and since that has been done I have not 
heard of any flooding. With regard to the Albert 
Memorial, i>lo 15s., the charge of Mr. Lynn, the 
sculptor, was complained of. This Albert Memorial 
and statue were erected by the Corporation. The 
sculptor, Mr. Lynn, furnished the statue of the Prince 
that stands in front, and’ owing to some bit of care- 
lessness the hole of a Lewis bolt used for raising the 
statue got filled with water. This water probably 
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froze and expanded and burst the head of the statue, 
and it became dangerous to passers-by. Up to this 
time I had nothing to do with the matter. My at- 
tention was called to it — the passers-by thought if it 
fell it would kill some one, and at a meeting of the 
committee f advised them to take steps either to take 
down the statue or to make it safe, for the next frost 
would probably split it altogether. There was a long 
discussion about what was to be done, and I advised 
that as the statue had cost a sum of £000 .and was 
public property the best plan would be to consult Mr. 
Lynn about the right way to cure the evil. He exa- 
mined it, and advised a certain course of procedure. 
"When the work was finished he sent in an account 
for ,£15 15s. The committee thought it was rather 
high, but he declined to make any reduction as he 
considered that for an artist of his standing it was a 
very moderate charge. It is alleged that the money 
of the ratepayers is wasted for the cleansing of 
Blackstaff, but, if my opinion is worth anything, the 
cleansing has been of immense advantage to the town. 
I said already that the town was repeatedly flooded 
in the neighbourhood of Dnrham-street, and Mr. 
Connor and others allowed us to carry out some work 
by which the flooding has been greatly abated. No 
money lias been wasted on that cleansing. I was 
offered another assistant over and above what I had. 
When Mr. J ohn Little was mayor he proposed that as 
the work was so very greatly increased and so large I 
might have a third assistant 

3076. What was your reply to that! — It was left 
over for consideration — to take my advice, and I said 
I could do if I only got temporary assistance. That 
has saved a couple of hundred pounds since. The extra 
expense in my department has been very slight. 

3077. WTiat would have been the least you could 
have got a competent man for in your judgment! — 
Three guineas a week ; and I have done without him 

3078. Was that the reason why you recmired tem- 
porary profesional assistance which cost £200 or £300 
within the last ten years?— I do not think it cost £100. 
With regard to Mr. Dempsey’s complaint. The cost 
of the stall' in my office is greatly less than in any town 
in the three kingdoms, where similar works are earned 
on. In Newcastle the salary of the surveyor is £ 1 ,000 
a year j in Birmingham it is £1,000 a year, and the staffs 
are in proportion very much larger. In Liverpool the 
assistant has £600 a year. I never in my life, directly 
nor indirectly, solicited an increase of salary. It is 
charged that the rales are wasted paying my salary 
and that of my staff, but in no town in England are 
the officers paid so low. I never complained of my 
salary or asked for an increase. For fear you might 
not understand what I mean by saying that the Town 
Council is too lenient, I may tell yon that this Mr. 
Dempsey violated the building regulations, and the 
improvement committee, contrary to my advice, agreed, 
if he would give a written guarantee that he would 
make the alterations within the year, they would not 
take immediate proceedings, on condition that he com- 
plied with the surveyor’s wishes. That year has not 
yet quite expired, but it will in a month or so. I men- 
tion tliat to show you that they are not one-sided in 
being lenient. 

3079. Do you attend every committee meeting? 

Every meeting, unless I am absent in England. 

3080. Have you ever seen anyinstance of favouritism 
shown to any of the members of that committee with 
regard to the streets in which works were being earned 
011 ^ I have not, and I have been thinking over it 
carefully . I do not recollect any case where a member 
of the Council got concessions or favours shown to him 
that were not on other occasions given to the very 
bitterest of their opponents. I think tliat several times 
a sort of fear of being supposed to go against opponents 
bus made them unwilling to put their powers in force 
to the extent they might otherwise have done. I do 
not think that party or religion has anything to do 
with their actions in the Town Council. 

3081. Has the fact of their being on the Town 



Council ? — I think it is the very reverse, and with 
regard to the carrying out of the Acts of Parliament 
I think they are carried out more stringently in Belfast 
than in Bradford or Blackburne, or any of the other 
rising towns, and in point of fact, the number of streets 
paved in Belfast within the last ten years, is greater 
than what has been done in any other town. There 
has been a greater proportion of new streets paved at 
the cost of owners of property than in any other town 
that I know of. 

3082. What do you think is a reasonable time 
to give persons to cany out the Act of Parliament 
with regard to paving or laying out new streets, sup- 
pose the words of the Act of Parliament were that 
the man should do the work “within a reasonable 
time” ? — I think it would vary in nearly every case 
that arose. I think that in every case when a well- 
founded complaint readies us a compulsory order is 
issued. I hardly know of a case where a complaint 
was made to the committee in which an order was not 
issued. 

3083. Does the Act of Parliament say that a com- 
plaint must be made 1 It says a certain thing must 
be done, and until that is done the houses must not 
be inhabited. It is in evidence before us that at all 
events, several houses have been inhabited for years 
in streets in which the requirements of the Act of 
Parliament have not been complied with ? — That is so ; 
tliat is admitted. 

3084. I want to know how long do you say this is 
to go on ? It has gone on for over three years in several 
instances — is it to go on for thirty years ? The legis- 
lature thought it was right that people should not be 
allowed to inhabit houses until there was a proper 
way provided for their getting into them. I want to 
know what in your view is to be the- limit within 

which you think you ought to enforce the law? I 

have given you my view. I think in some cases one 
year would be ample, but I think that iu some cases 
it might require much more. 

3085. Under the Act of Parliament you are directed 
to shut up the street and not allow it to be opened, 
nor a single house in it to be inhabited until it is 
flagged to your satisfaction, or the footways made, 
and the road macadamized. Is it of your own free 
will that you do not enforce the law, or do you refrain 
from doing so by the orders of the improvement com- 
mittee? — I never got any such instructions from the 
committee. That section of the Act was put in by 
Mi-. Bruce contrary to my advice. I do not know 
of any other town where such an Act is carried out. 

3086. Do you act on your own responsibility ? — 
Yes. I got one or two sections of that Act repealed, 
and may be I will get this one also. 

3087. Do you know that Mr. O’Neill said he was 
noticed years ago to lay out and repair footways of his 
own, and that the Corporation did it when he refused 
and brought an action against him by Mr. Bruce, their 
then solicitor, and he had to pay £5S, while other 
persons similarly circumstanced had not any action 
taken against them. He further told us that there 
were streets in some places three or four years in- 
habited without roads or footways, and that you did 
not compel the owners of them to comply with the 
law, and he named Mr. Brown as the person who 
was responsible for not carrying out the law in some 
of them ? — I heard him say so. 

3088. Chairman. — We want to know was any 
favour shown to Mr. Brown about that ? 

3089. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Brown said he was not 
now interested in the houses? — When I came to 
Belfast Peel-street and Mary-street (the streets com- 
plained of) were then old streets. I have always 
advised that old streets should be properly completed 
and adopted as highways. We are not compelled to 
adopt them, but I have always advised that the older 
streets should be taken the first, unless there is some 
good reason for pursuing a different course with regard 
to them. The streets that the Messrs. Brown are 
interested in are quite new — it was a green field quite 
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recently. I think however the time lias arrived when 
an order should he made for those streets, although 
they are very partially built on yet. We like to 
allow the people time to get rents. The Messrs. 
Brown had completed one of those streets, M'Donald- 
street, which is the leading street to the old streets. 
Peel-street and Mary-street were in an unwholesome 
state, stagnant water was lying in them, and they had 
never been completed and adopted. The usual course 
in all these cases is to issue an order, and if the party 
is aggrieved he has the right to appeal. If he can 
show that they were properly completed that ousts 
the jurisdiction of the Corporation completely. The 
officer who first served the notice about Mary-street is 
standin" here, and he says that when he served it on 
Mr. O’Neill he said he was very glad that Mary-street 
was about to be paved. 

3090. Chairman. — His complaint is, that he was 
called upon to do what others were not called upon to 
do at all ? — I am not here to defend the Messrs. Brown, 
but surely the question of time is something. Some 
few months ago I presented to the improvement com- 
mittee a list of ninety-two streets which had been 
ordered to be paved and settled, and the surveys and 
estimates prepared by me and my staff. I advised 
that before any new orders were issued these streets 
should be taken up and done, and, regardless of the 
complaints of the owners or people interested in them, 
that writs should be issued and the money expended 
sliordd be got in. Our solicitor spent every week 
since in my office with myself and my deputy arrang- 
ing about taking legal proceedings against these men, 
and a great many of them have been put in motion, 
but the owners of property came every day to the 
committee asking time, and saying that it would ruin 
them if these orders were enforced, and pressure was 
brought to bear on the committee to grant a delay. 
Mr. Hillen was given three or four months since this 
complaint wasmade to you. He is a Catholic gentleman. 

3091. Mr. Lawless. — What sort of pressure is 
brought to bear on the committee ? — Entreaty. The 
usual course is this : the sites of houses in this town 
are not the property of capitalists. A class of middle- 
men come in and rent a piece of ground, and undergo 
a heavy rent. They are not able to get their houses 
up as quickly as they would like. They are still under 
rent, and suppose a writ is issued against these unfor- 
tunate men their property would be confiscated. 

3092. Suppose the creditor of one of these middle- 
men was a member of the Town Council, would he go 
to that man to use his influence? — I should say he 
would. 

3093. Suppose a member of the council was a 
middleman?— -I should say from what I have seen 
that that member of the council would be more nar- 
rowly watched than any of the others. 

3094. Chairman. — Do the members who are de- 
scribed as the “timber ring” generally take part in 
the deliberations of the committee, or vote when these 
questions are brought before the committee ? — I think 
there is generally a feeling that a man should not sit 
upon his own case. I have known the Messrs. Dixon 
to retire so as not to influence the other members of 
the committee, or vote when their brothers’ interests 
were involved. I opposed a large scheme of Councillor 
Dixon’s for building on reclaimed lands on the county 
Down side, as I thought the houses should be raised 
higher above the tide. 

3095. In Ballymacarrett? — Yes. We had several 
interviews and arguments about it, and I succeeded in 
getting him to raise his houses higher than any of those 
that had been previously built in the neighbourhood, 
and at a very heavy cost. From that day to this I 
never found out that Mr. Dixon's countenance was set 
against me. That is not a single case. It is alleged 
by Mr. Bigger and others that the surveyor is coerced. 

3096. He said it was generally known that these 
gentlemen used their position as members of the im- 
provement committee to benefit themselves; that so 



far as he knew Mr. Montgomery was always supposed 
to do what was right. Is it the case that your recom- 
mendations were often overruled by the improvement 
committee after you reported that such and such steps 
should be taken, and that tire members mentioned 
by Mr. Bigger were on that committee, Messrs. Brown, 
and Lowtlier, and Dixon, and that owing, directly or 
indirectly, to their influence your recommendations 
were rejected? — W ell, then, I give it a flat contradic- 
tion. I heard Mr. Bigger’s remarks about the “ timber 
ring,” and I contradict them. 

3097. Mr. Lawless. — Have your recommendations 
ever been over I'uled ? — Certainly ; but the recommend- 
ations of every town surveyor in the Three Kingdoms 
have been over ruled. 

3098. Have they on those occasions been over ruled 
by these gentlemen named by Mr. Bigger ? — I have 
not the recollection of a single case. I do not believe 
that such a thing ever occurred. There is no town 
surveyor infallible, and my recommendations did not 
always meet with the approval of the Town Council. 
They did not think my recommendations must be 
always right and all others wrong. I think I have 
been better supported in Belfast than any other town 
I have been in. I know nothing of these charges of 
coiTuption, and I do not believe one of them. 

3099. There was one case mentioned in which Mr. 
Dixon was concerned. He bought ground for building 
a row of houses, and an application was made by Mr. 
Dempsey to make a public-house at one end. It was 
brought before the committee and rejected in the first 
instance, but by perseverance it was afterwards got 
passed. Do you remember that case ? — I do. 

3100. "Will you tell us exactly what the circum- 
stances were ? — If yon understand my last answer I 
wish by it to convey that the committee were acting 
in the conscientious discharge of their duty. 

3101. Yes; I quite understand that is your belief? 
—It is. 

3102. To the best of your belief has any improper 
influence been exercised on the committee ? — Yes. 
Many years ago (ten or twelve years), when our 
powers were exceedingly limited, a Mr. Alexander 
built a row of houses on his own ground without first 
laying out the street. 

3103. Was that before the passing of the Act of 
1865 ? — Long. He submitted a plan at my request. 
On that plan were two streets that I agreed to and 
approved of, and disapproved of the row of houses 
vmless the street was laid out. This was a place 
fronting the ground of the Harbour Commissioners ; 
the ground lay between Alexander’s houses and 
WhitlarStreet. Notwithstanding my disapproval and 
the committee’s disapproval, this row of houses was 
built during the time of the Chancery suit. I reported 
the matter at the time, and we were advised that it 
could be ctu-ed when the opposite row of houses was 
built. The Harbour Commissioners in due time sold 
their strip of building ground, which was bought by 
the Messrs. Dixon. They brought in a plan to me of 
a large pile of warehouses, which I disapproved of, and 
the committee backed me in that, and there was some 
disagreement between us which I may remark the 
Messrs. Dixon never remembered against me. They 
contended, as I think you heard from Mr. Dixon that 
this ground touched on W hitla-street and to .one of the 
rows of houses, and Mr. Glenn thought he should not 
be compelled to give ten feet of his ground towards a 
street that was of no use to him. The dispute was. 
solved in this way. After he sold the ground to Mr. 
Dempsey, plans of houses were passed in Mr. Dempsey’s 
favour (plans produced). A sort of compromise was 
come to— that , he should build within thirty feet of 
Mr. Glenn’s houses. He was co surrender ten feet in 
addition to the twenty. He said, “ I’ll enclose that 
"round. You may have the right to restrict me in 
the building, but the ground is mine, and I’ll hold it 
till you pay me.” We can buy that ten feet at any 
time to widen the street. 



Belfast. 
Jan. 5, 1877. 
Mr. 

Montgomery. 
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Alexander 
Henderson, .r.p 



Mr. James Alexander Henderson, j.p., examined. 



3104. Chairman. — You are a Town Councillor ? — 
Yes. 

3105. And have been for some years ? — Yes ; I was 
' two years Mayor. 

3100. And I believe you are proprietor of the 
News-Letter ? — Yes. 

3107. Mr. Carlisle, who was giving evidence here 
yesterday, mentioned that shortly after the vote about 
Cobain's salary was come to he had business in the 
News-Letter office, and that Mr. Lilburn told liim that, 
in consequence of his having voted against the increase 
of Cobain’s salary, he would write against him. I 
asked what had Mr. Lilburn to do with the Corpora- 
tion, and it was suggested that you were proprietor of 
the News-Letter. I want to know is that the case ? — 
I need hardly say there is not a word of truth in it. 
I would be exceedingly sorry to direct the editor of 
the News-Letter, to do so. It is perfectly untrue. I 
have this morning had a conversation with the editor 
of the News-Letter , and ho told me he never had a 
conversation with Mr. Carlisle that could possibly bear 
the slightest tinge of truth in reference to that state- 
ment, and I know he is a gentleman who is far above 
anything of the kind. 

3103. In any way, directly or indirectly, have you 
caused Mr. Carlisle to be written down? — Certainly not. 

3109. Or were any steps taken by you, or anyone 
in your employment, to prevent Mr. Carlisle being 
returned? — That is a different t hin g, As burgesses 
we canvassed strongly against him, as he attempted to 
put out Sir John Savage at the time ■ and I think it 
was most improper to attempt to put a person out 
who had been mayor from serving on the Corporation. 
I personally canvassed against him in favour 1 of Sir 
J ohn Savage. 

3110. There has been something said of an inner 
circle of the Corporation, and although the gentleman 
who has mentioned it declined to give names, Mr. 
Rea, who was addressing us last night, said he would 
give the names, and he mentioned your name as one 
of the four. I want to know if in any way you have 
ever instructed Mr. Cobain, or given him any autho- 
rity on behalf of the Corporation, to exercise any in- 
fluence at the time of the elections? — Certainly not, 
in any way whatever-. 

31 ll. Have you been cognisant of the fact that he 
has been so acting 1 — Certainly not I believe there 
has been great exaggeration about that. 

3112. Do you remember a proposal being made — I 
think by Mr. Dinnen — that no officer should be 
allowed to take part in the elections except by voting ? 
— Yes, I remember the resolution. It was proposed 
to gag the officials of the Corporation, and we allowed 
them to use their- free rights as citizens ; but I believe 
the officials of this Corporation are asfreefrom anything 
political as any Corporation can be. In fact we rather 
congratulate ourselves that neither politics nor any- 
thing of the kind is introduced into the Corporation. 

3113. Have you or any members of the Corpora- 
tion, to your own knowledge, ever desired Mr. Cobain 
or any other officers of the Corporation to use their 

position as officer-s in influencing the elections? 

Certainly not. If it has been done, it has been done 
contrary to my knowledge and to my wishes. 

3114. Mr. Exham. — Were you presentat the Coun- 

cil on the 1st February last year, when Mr-. Gaffikin 
opposed the increase to Mr-. Cobain’s salary on the 
ground that he had to his own knowledge actively 
interfered to put him out of the Council? — I really do 
not remember, but Mr. Ga ffikin had a feeling 

3115. Mr. Gaffikin has stated to us that he knew 
the facts he stated of his own knowledge?— I recollect 
well Sir John Savage’s statement. 

3116. His statement was that Mi-. Cobain had said 
to some friends of his that Sir John Savage was most 
ungrateful in opposing the increase of his salary, as he 
had been instrumental in securing his return ? — Sir 
John Savage seemed to be annoyed at any member of 



the Corporation saying Iris influence had got him into 
the Corporation. 

3117. Was anything done by the members of the 
Council to have air investigation of the charge then 
made by Mr. Gaffikin and Sir John Savage as to the 
conduct, not of a member, but of a servant of the Cor- 
poration? — I don’t remember. We did not think it 
necessary to go into that matter. Mr. Gaffikin 's charge 
was not made at that time. 

31 IS. You are in error — it was on the same day 1 

Sir John Savage was veiy warm, but we did not 
think 

3119. Chairman. — Were you present when he was 
warm about it? — Yes ; I think it was at the meeting 
of the Council. 

3120. Were any steps taken by members of the 
Council then present to investigate the truth of the 
allegation which Sir John Savage made ? — No steps 
were taken, as we did not consider it necessaiy. 

3121. Mr. Exham. — I suppose, Mr. Henderson, 
you would do Sir Jolm Savage the justice that he 
would not make that charge unless he believed it to be 
true ? — I am positive he would not. He was a little 
annoyed that anyone would take it upon him to say 
such a thiug. 

3122. When a member of the Council who had been 
mayor ffiade that statement, did not it occur to yon 
that it would he well to ask Mr. Cobain to give an 
answer to it, or to have an investigation about it ? — 
I don’t know. 

3123. Chairman. — Inyour opinion was Mr. Cobain’s 
salary increased on political grounds ? — Certainly not. 

3124. Did you vote for it on these grounds? — I 
voted for it because I felt that his salary, when he 
commenced, was low, and that he was a very excellent 
officer. It was solely on the ground of his services in 
the particular position he occupied, but certainly not 
at all in connexion with any political duty or what he 
may have doue iu a political point of view. 

3125. Mr. Lawless. — Was there any increase of 
duty imposed on Mr. Cobain ?— There was. The 
amount of money coming , into his hands was consider- 
ably increased ; and when his salary was compared 
with those of other officers it was found to be very 
much lower. 

3126. Do you mean with the officers of other Corpo- 
rations or your officers? — Particularly with the gas office. 

3127. Chairman. — Do you consider he is overpaid 
for the duties he is fu lfillin g, compared with the other 
officers ? — Certainly not. I consider him a very effi- 
cient and respectable officer. We never had the 
slightest reason to complain of Mr. Cobain. 

3l2S. I understand you to say that it was solely on 
the ground of his services and the proper fulfilment of 
his duties as cashier you voted for his increase of salary ? 

Solely ; and I believe it was solely on that account 
the majority of the Corporation increased his salary. 

3129. Mr. Lawless. — You voted against the reso- 
lution that the officers of the Corporation should not 
be permitted to interfere in political affairs, hut not to 
take away then- rights as voters ? — There were different 
views in the Corporation on that subject. It was 
thought that if we put the resolution on that ground 
it would he a sort of admission there had been such 
conduct on the part of our officials, whereas we denied 
there was anything of the kind. 

3 130. Was it not openly asserted at the time that 
there was something of the kind?— It might by those 
who brought forward the resolution. I believe it was 
greatly got up by exaggerated statements outside the 
Council, and by some of the newspapers. 

3131. Chairman. — Was it not stated by Mr. Dinnen 
at that meeting as the ground of his motion that the 
officers did interfere ? — Mr. Dinnen has very particular 
views ; he may have said such things, but I can’t tax 
my memory. 

3132. Mr. Lawless. — I don’t suppose the resolution 
was brought forward without the statement being made, 
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and I suppose tlie gentlemen who voted for it believed 
it to be true ? — I suppose so. 

3133. Mr. Exham. — Supposing it is a fact that Mr. ■ 
Cobain did, at a certain ward-meeting, propose a certain 
gentleman as Town Councillor against another person 
who was a Town Councillor, do you think that would 
be a light interference on his part as an officer of the 
Corporation? — I think it would be very unwise if he 
did so. It would have been much better if he had not, 
and much better if the officers kept out of these tilings. 

3131. Mr. Lawless. — Did you ever hear, except on 
that occasion, of Mr. Cobain interfering in municipal 
elections ? — It was repeatedly stated over and over 
again. 

3135. Chairman. — Did you ever take the trouble to 
investigate the truth of it 1 — I have been very obser- 
vant of his conduct, and specially during the two years 
I was in the position of mayor, and I could see nothing 
of it whatever. I always found him most attentive to 
his duties. 

3136. Did you ever see anything to justify the im- 
putation that he was interfering at the time of the 
elections ? — Certainly not. 

3137. Mr. Exham. — Supposing it was proved or 
stated to you that Mr. Cobain prepared ward lists and 
canvassed and returned lists, what would you say to 
that? — If such a thing had been stated to me I would 
liave found it my duty to have spoken to Mr. Cobain. 

3138. Chairman. — Do you not think the resolution 
proposed by Mr. Dinnen was a proper one? — I think it 
was a very improper resolution, as we did not believe 
there was any truth in it. 

3139. Do you think it a proper tiling that officials 
in the Corporation should or should not take part in 
elections? — Certainly; I think it is very improper, 
except to record their votes. 

3140. Mr. Rea. — Mr. Henderson lias contradicted 
my evidence about the inner circle, and several rate- 
payers have been allowed to suggest questions for cross- 
examination, and I desire to make a suggestion to the 
Commissioners. I 'wish leave now to suggest, with 
regard to the contradiction given to my most positive 
testimony, that Mr. Henderson be asked when I stood 
for Dock Ward in 1875, against Alderman Carlisle, 
whether lie did not, about two o’clock, go down to the 
ward with Mr. Noah Davis to take steps to keep me 
out. 

Mr. Henderson. — I don’t remember anything about 
it, and I don’t believe it was the case. 

3141. Chairman. — Do you remember going down ? 
— I was not at the tally booth. 

3142. Mr. J Ren. — I did not see him in the tally 
booth, for I was there and saw him speaking to Noali 
Davis across the street. 

3143. Mr. Henderson. — I would not speak to him 
about the matter, for if I saw Mr. Davis there at that 
time I would tell him to go about his business. 

3144. Mr. Lawless, — Did you take any part at 
that time against Mr. Rea? — I had a conversation 
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with several gentlemen of the ward. I could name Belfast. 
some of them, and I did take part against him. Jan. s, 1877. 

3145. Mr. Rea. — I want Mr. Henderson asked 
whether or not he ever furnished accounts to the Alexander 
Corporation in the name of Mr. Spiller for work done Henderson, .r.r. 
for the Corporation, he being a member of the Cor- 
poration at the time, and getting the money for the 

accounts, Mr. Spiller being tlie manager and head 
clerk in tlie Kerns- Letter office. 

3146. Chairman. — Have you ever done so ? — Cer- 
tainly not. I never have done any printing for the 
Corporation since I have been a member of it. 

3147. Mr. Rea. — Does he believe Mr. Spiller did 
it, and if so doesn’t the money Mr. Spiller gets go 
into his pockets? — I don’t believe Mr. Spiller did 
anything of the kind, and I hope the money lie gets 
comes into my pockets. 

3148. Chairman. — Did you vote for any of those 
£1, 000 payments to the Mayors? — I think I was in 
the Corporation at the tune. 

3149. Were they unanimous votes? — I think 
they were until some persons objected to them, and 
then they gave way. I think it is most unreasonable 
the Mayor does not get a salary, because there are so 
many expenses connected with his being Mayor. 

3150. Do you know on what ground the first was 
voted ? Was it to recoup Mr. Lytle for the costs lie 
had incurred in proceeding against Mr. Rea? — It 
could not be, because he handed it over to the Albeit 
memorial. 

3151. Mr. Rea. — Can Mr. Henderson recollect 
being at any political meetings where Mr. De Cobain 
was present? — I may have been, but I don’t re- 
member. 

3152. Chairman. — Well I think we require notliing 
further with you, Mr. Henderson. 

3153. Mr. Henderson. — Well as yon have allowed 
a great many matters to be introduced here will you 
allow me to- introduce wlnit I consider to be a great 
abuse, and that is this — that at our municipal contests 
one person can come forward to contest five different 
wards although he can only sit for one if elected, and 
that all the expenses of these elections comes out of 
the rates. 

3154. Chairman. — W ell these are matters we can- 
not go into. 

3155. Mr. Lawless. — There is only one question 
I want to ask you. As a matter of fact did any 
articles appear in the News-Letter against Mr. Carlisle? 

— Well I think that articles did appear against him 
when he endeavoured to put out Sir J ohn Savage at 
tlie time he was Mayor, but I am perfectly certain 
that Mr. Lilburn never did any such thing as Mr. 

Carlisle stated. Mr. Lilburn has positively told me 
so this morning. 

3156. Mr. Robert Carlisle.— I am positively certain 
that Mr. Lilburn did. 

3157. Mr. Henderson. — W ell I gave him no autho- 
rity to do so. 



Mr. Montgomery, Borough Surveyor, was then re-examined. 



3158.- Witness . — I want to explain about Mr. 
Kennedy’s evidence as to the money that should 
have been expended in Ballyniacarrett. His state- 
ment is that under the Act of 1868 the Council were 
hound to spend £6,000 in certain works at Bally- 
macarrett. Mr. Kennedy must have been misinformed. 
There have actually been expended on the works 
contemplated in the section, £6,700. Then it was said 
that a fair share of that was not spent in the town- 
land of Ballynafeigh. As a matter of fact there 
were only some £200 or £300 spent in that townland, 
and I never heard that complaint made till I heard 
it before you. Ballynafeigh is a rural district. In 
laying out the £6,700 we took the leading roads 
nearest to Belfast, and a good deal more would have 
been laid out, hut as you heard owners of property 
on the Newtownards-road would not facilitate us. I 
had authority to spend £700 more on that road, and 
could not get the ground. 



3159. Mr. Exham. — What was done to Bally- 
nafeigh? — There were new footways, flagging, and 
channels made. About the outfall of the sewage the 
reason that is on your books is not correct. Mr. 
Kennedy said the Harbour Commissioners objected 
to the drainage of that district of Belfast generally, 
because it would be a nuisance. That is not the 
reason. The reason given was that the Chairman 
and some members of the board wished the sewage 
discharged upon the slob lands. My scheme pro- 
poses to discharge it into the tideway. That was the 
issue. 

3160. Chairman. — Bis it been in consequence of 
the absence of main sewerage, and pending a scheme 
being carried out that the delay has been caused in 
making the private sewers in the streets men- 
tioned by Mr. Morton? — That was one of the chief 
reasons. At the moment the complaint was made 
about Memel-street, Laganview-street, and the other 
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streets mentioned by Mr. Morton tlie committee bad 
on their minutes the directions to the surveyor to 
have orders prepared for their completion, and those 
orders had been prepared before you heal'd the com- 
plaint. With regard to the nuisance complained of 
at Farthingale-street the solicitor had got instructions 
to compel the owners of property in that street to 
cariy out the compulsory order of the Council that 
was issued some years ago, and I think they will put 
more pressure on now. 

3161. Mr. William O' Hare . — What I complained of 
was that, with the cognizance of the Town Council the 
pipes were laid down thei'e recently at Fairy Well, 
and were discharging the sewage into the stream. 
There is a bad smell arising out of the sewage there 
in consequence of the pond. 

3162. Mr. Montgomery . — And this order will 
remedy tliat. The Fairy Well stream has been pol- 
luted for twenty years. 

3163. Mr. Exham. — But Mr. O'Hare says that 
there is a large new drainage pipe put down there, 
and that all the sewage is allowed to collect there, ancl 
that is done by the Corporation. 

3164. Mr. O' Hare . — I say that the Council are 
privy to it. 

3165. Mr. Montgomery . — There is no other way to 
drain it now, but when we will be able to cover over 
the Fairy Well stream this will be removed. 

3166. Mr. Exham. — Have you sanctioned the drain- 
age into the stream 1 — Yes. 



3167. Then that is putting new sewage into the 
stream, and what right have the Corporation to do 
that? — I am endeavouring to have the scheme earned 
out_ that will remove this. There is at present no 
drainage near this that would drain the distinct. 

316S. If there are 100 houses in the street is the 
sewage from them to be added to the stream, and the 
mills to be obliged to use it ? — I think that is generally 
understood as the custom in Belfast. 

3169. Chairman. — What we want to know is, if 
you are talcing any steps to prevent it? — No steps, 
except a proper drainage for the whole town. 

3170. Mi'. Exham. — Are you not sanctioning the 
pollution of the streams by others by polluting them 
yourselves ? — That was always the system here, and 
I might leave Belfast if I did not continue things as 
T got them. The same thing prevails in Bradford and 
other places. 

3171. All I can say is, that I have been asked 
by several persons if it is the fact that the mill- 
owners are allowed to use polluted streams in their 
mills in Belfast, and that in addition the Corporation 
themselves pollute them?— It is the general complaint 
in all the manufacturing towns that it is done. I 
think it an improper thing for the sake of the public 
health, and that the people who are complaining 
should agree to carry out proper drainage works ; but 
what I say is, that it is exceedingly unfair to be bring- 
ing charges of this sort against the Corporation of 
Belfast, as it is a matter of notoriety that it is done in 
every town in the three kingdoms. 

31(2. Chairman. — Could it not be remedied by 
constructing a main sewer? — Not a main sewer, but 
a system of main drainage for the whole town. With 
reference to the complaints about University-street, 
the moment the Council got leave to go through 
private property I and my men went up and commenced 
at these works which we are accused of neglecting. 
We had no power to order the streets to be made 
through private property, but the veiy moment we 
got possession of the ground we commenced the work, 
mul we are going on. The next charge is that of Mr. 
.Kobo, who complained that a favourite was employed 
as a contractor for the paving of the streets, and that 
no other man had a chance. Well that contractor got 
i on the lowest tender by public competition, and he 
was a Roman Catholic. Mr. Biggar says that Mr. 
Wards cellar was below the river. Well I objected 
to the plans and the committee objected, and Ward 
Brothers gave an undertaking that the cellar should 
be used only for slates or something like that; and 



they gave a guarantee to indemnify the committee for 
anything that would happen. 

3173. Mr. Exham. — But Mr. Biggar’s complaint 
was, that the plans were passed in spite of you, and 
there is nothing in the Act that objectionable works 
are to be allowed on a guarantee being given to the 
committee? — Well, I do not think there is anything 
wrong in it. I must say that I approved of what 
took place in this case. 

3174. Did you not object to it at first? — Yes, pro 
forma, and I say that fearing an improper use might 
be made of this basement story, the Messrs. Ward 
a very eminent firm in this town, came and said 
that they would undertake to drain this place, and 
I think the committee did wisely in acceding to their 
request. 

3175. If a poor man, who cannot give a guarantee 
applied for the same privilege, would the committee 
refiise him ? — No. Mi*. Dempsey got leave to make 
a similar store for casks in a house he built near the 
borough boundary, on the Shore-road, in the premises 

. in which I had to prosecute him for having a dangerous 
flue. As to another complaint. There was a pro- 
jected street, Moscow-street, intended to go forward 
into some grass land. Messrs. Gx-ant Brothers wished 
to put up a manufactory on the site that was intended 
to be devoted to one of those private streets. The 
matter was discussed, and as there were so many streets 
parallel, permission was given to the Messrs. Grant 
to build on this land, and Mr. Cosgrove said he did 
not object to it, but be wanted that rule to be applied 
indiscj-iminately to all the streets, and in the street 
he wanted it, it would have been a great public in- 
convenience, and, moreover, owners of property having 
land fronting that street objected. Mr. George Clarke 
waited on tlie committee and warned them that he did 
not permit the street to be closed, so they refused Mr. 
Cosgrove permission to put a house on the site of the 
street. He complained that Grimea-street had been 
macadamized. It was improperly made, ancl the works 
were ordered in the usual way. Mr. O'Neill gave 
evidence yesterday that there was a nuisance at the 
Messrs. Lindsay’s factory, near the asylum. All I can 
say is, that there was a nuisance there several years 
ago. This factory was built without any approval or 
sanction of mine. There were several very injurious 
clauses in the Act of 1865, and one of them was that 
anyone building a house fifty yards from a street need 
not submit the plans to me. I got that clause re- 
moved. Tho Messrs. Lindsay discharged their refuse 
water into an open drain that flows towards the river 
Blackstaft, and that has been a very usual thing; 
but if anyone has any complaint of a nuisance, it 
should be sent to the sanitary inspector. This is 
rather a private place, but it would be his duty to 
examine it and report upon it. 

31 ( 6. Mr. Exham. — I read a letter in the papers to- 
day from the Messrs. Lindsay, and it does not meet 
Mr. O’Neill’s charge at all. 

3177. Mr. Constantine O’Neill. — There is a great 
nuisance there where the drain and the stream meet a 
little below the mill, and I repeat what I said before 
that when I visited it there were two dead cats lying 
there. It was most offensive. 

3178. Chairman.- — How did you become aware of 
it ? — It was brought to my attention ancl I went there 
to examine it on the 1st of January. It is close to 
the walls of the asylum where there are 160 patients. 

3179. Mr. Exham.— Did younotsayalsothatfrom300 
to 400 persons are constantly working in the factory? 
—Yes, there are. What I complain of is that I am 
visited by the law very sharply and that Mr. Lindsay 
gets off scot-free. 

3180. Mr. Montgomery. — Before the Act of 1866 a 
great many irregularities occurred, but now that does 
not occur. There is a proper inspection now and such 
a thing cannot occur in future, and I never was aware 
of this nuisance until I heard it in this room. 

3181. Chairman (by Mr. Colligan).— Had you a 
proper staff in your office to see after works in con- 
nexion with your department when these buildings were 
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erected ? — There was immense additional work thrown 
upon us then, and I plead guilty to omission in this 
respect, and I am sorry for it; but I think when the 
whole town is raked up for complaints the result is 
very slight. 

3182. Mr. Colligan. — I venture to say I can hunt 
up 200 cases. 

3183. Mr. Montgomery. — Mr. Alderman Hughes 
made a mistake about the houses he referred to. He 
said that Mr. Peter Quinn erected two houses on a 
site which hacl been passed by the Town Council for a 
street. Those houses were built without any plans 
being approved of and legal proceedings were taken 
against him, iind the magistrates after hearing the case 
deferred their decision until he came before the com- 
mittee. He did do so, and he is taking the houses down 
now. The last matter I have to mention is a charge 
that Mr. Robert Carlisle made against me. He said 
he believed improper influence had been brought to 
bear on me to get a board removed in Donegall-place. 
I asked him to give me the date of that, but he did 
not, and I canuot recollect anytlring about it. But 
Alderman Ewart is a man that is incapable of trying 
to influence me, and Mr. Carlisle’s statement is an 
atrocious slander on him and me. I don’t know any- 
thing about the board. 

3184. Mi'. Carlisle. — I stated facts, and I would 
like to know what did influence Mr. Montgomery to 
serve the notice. The orders are on the improvement 
committee’s minute-book not to proceed further with the 
case. Mr. Craig, who was Mr. Ewart’s tenant, wanted 
to put a window where the board was, and after it 
had been pulled down several times by Craig and put up 
again by Mr. Carswell, who owned it, Mr. Montgomery 
served the notice. The gentleman then, came before 
the committee, and they went into the whole matter, 
and decided that they would not interfere between 
Mr. Ewart’s tenants and Mr. Staunton’s. 

3185. Mr. Montgomery. — There never has been 
any undue influence brought . to bear on me, and I’ll 
stake my character against Mr. Carlisle’s. 

3186. Chairman. — You need not mind that, but 
you say that you were never unduly influenced by 
Mr. Ewart? — Never. 

3187. Will you endeavour to find from your records 
what the circumstances were ? — I will. 

3188. Mr. Carlisle said that some schemes for the 
purifying of the BlackstafT were opposed by the in- 
fluence of the mill-owners, and I want to know 
whether that is so or not ?- — I know nothing of this 
alleged secret woi'k; I don’t believe it, but I have 
heard it stated repeatedly. Mr. Charles Dufiin was 
always in opposition to the Council. If any schemes 



were rejected I believe it was by my advice, and Belfast. 
through my influence. I believe they have confidence Jan. s, istt. 
in my judgment at all times. 

3189. Mr. Exham. — We have got a letter within Montgomery, 
the last two hours from Jaffe, Brothers. This is what 

they write : — 

“ Gentlemen - , — Observing from the reports in the newspapers 
that you are receiving evidence on the sanitary condition of the 
town, we beg to state as large ratepayers that there is no sewer in 
Linenliall-street, in which we hold several warehouses, and that 
we have been frequently troubled with offensive smells in con- 
sequence." 

What do you say to that? — There are sewers in 
Linenliall-street, but they are not efficient sewers. A 
compulsory order was prepared for this very piece of 
street, Linenliall-street, and there was a dispute as to 
whether this street could he sewered in any degree at 
the expense of the owners of property. Our solicitor 
held that it could, but Mr. Can-oil and some others 
objected, and contrivances were adopted for assisting 
the sewers. A large sewer was not made in the street. 

3190. Chairman. — Why? — In consequence of this 
dispute. I admit the facts as alleged in that letter, 
and I think there should be a sewer there, and in 
every street in Belfast too, but it would take some 
time to do it. 

3191. Why don’t you proceed to make it when you 
admit it is wanting. Has there been any complaint 
before about this? — Well, I have not had a complaint 
about Linenhall-street, and I am intimate with the 
Messrs. Jaffe. 

3192. Into what do all these sewers drain ? — Into 
the main severs of the town ; sewers that were made 
thirty years ago. There is no flooding there that I 
ever heard of. The temporary works that were made 
there were a great improvement. 

3193. Mr. Exham. — We were told yesterday that 
in a field belonging to Mr. Dunville, in which there is 
a decline of some fifteen feet, the Corporation are car-t- 
ing stuff off the streets, and that that contains not only 
sweepings off the streets but most offensive nuisance 
matter. That appears to have been reported to the 
medical sanitary officer, who reported it to the sanitary 
board, and they refereed it to improvement committee. 

Do you know why this is done by the Corporation ? — 

The only complaint that reached me, and the only 
one the improvement committee wonldtake cognizance 
of, was as regards the fencing of the place if it is 
dangerous. I was asked to consider if we could 
compel the owner of Dunville’s field to fence it all 
round, and we have not had an opportunity of seeing 
to it since. It is not in my. department, except as 
regards the fencing. 



Mr. James M'Kittrick examined. 



3194. Mr. Exham. — You are the street inspector 
of this borough? — I am. 

3195. Dr. M‘Connell made the following report — 
“ My attention having been called by the sub-sanitary 
officer, William Duff, to what I consider a dangerous 
nuisance existing in a plot of ground, known as 
Dunville’s field, on the Falls-read, I beg to report 
that I have examined same, and I recommend the field 
to be fenced to prevent parties from going there to the 
danger of life.” Mr. Colligan says that he saw the 
Corporation carts drawing stuff off the streets and most 
offensive nuisance stuff besides and putting it into this 
place. Is that so ? — Yes ; the stuff of the streets is 
going into it since the beginning of winter, but there is 
no offensive matter put into it. 

3196. Chairman. — Why is not this matter brought 
to the proper depot ? — Well we have no place to bring 
it, and we put it into every hollow that we can get. 
But this is only the scrapings off the streets. 

3197. Mr. Exham. — But surely there must he 
droppings of a large number of animals in it ? — Yes ; 
but I don’t think that is a nuisance. 

3198. Mr. CoUigan. — Dr. M'Connell distinctly told 
me that ho saw yard stuff emptied in this place, and I 



saw myself rotten chaff, which was taken from dung- 
hills, emptied in it. 

3199. Chairman. — Is that so? — Yes ; but it is not 
put there by us, and it was a place used for nuisances 
long before we put anything in it. 

3200. Mi-. Colligan. — There never was any nuisance 
there before. Formerly it was used by cricketers. 

3201. Chairman. — What do you say to that? — 
Well, I have to say, that before we put anything there 
we took' dead animals out of it many times. I was 
requested by the sub-engineer of the borough to put 
the stuff there, and as a matter of economy it is at 
least a value of £2 a day to us to put it there. 

3202. From whom did you get perenission to 
put it there? — From Mr. Wakeford, and he got 
it from the trustees who have the ownership of the 
field. 

3203. Mr. Exham. — Are you aware that all open 
places of that kind should he paled in ? — I am not. 

3204. Mr. Robert Carlisle. — When I was a member 
of the Council there was a general nile on the hooks 
of the impi'ovement committee that all open places 
of this kind should he paled in, and I believe it was 
carried through the Council. 

U 2 



Mr. James 
M'Kittrick. 
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Mr. E. S. W. De 

3205. Witness. — The first statement I wish to reply 
to is a statement made by Mr. Dinnen as to the salary 
I received from the Corporation. He said that my 
commencing salary as cashier was £70 per annum, and 
that statement was not correct. I was appointed at 
that salary as assistant to Mr. Plato Oulton, who was 
both cashier, sub-treasurer, and accountant, and upon 
his resignation the offices of cashier and accountant 
were divided, and I was appointed cashier, my salary 
being increased. 

3206. Mr. Lawless. — What was your first salary ? 
— I think it was £1 00 a year. Subsequently the Act of 
1865 came into force, and under the provisions of that 
Act the collections of comity cess within the borough 
were abolished, aud a general purposes rate was im- 
posed, which very largely increased the revenues of 
the Corporation, and correspondingly increased my 
duties and responsibilities, and in recognition of this my 
salary was increased further, as also were the salaries 
of the other officials. That was somewhere about the 
termination of the year 1S66 or the beginning of 1867. 
My salary was at this time increased to £120 aud after- 
wards to .£150. The Corporation subsequently ac- 
quired the cemetery and public parks, while the town 
itself kept rapidly extending ; and from time to time, 
the Corporation, in acknowledgment of these facts, in- 
creased the remuneration of their various officers, mine 
among the rest ; but not at a greater ratio than that 
of the other officers of the Corporation. 

3207. Chairman. — What were the several increases 
you got ? — I was raised first to £100, and then succes- 
sively to £120, £150, £175, £220, and ultimately to 
£300. 

3208. Was the third rise in consequence of the 
cemetery and public parks being acquired 1 — Yes, and 
tbe rapid extension of the town. These increases were 
given in consequence of the labour in my department 
being more than that in any other, and my remunera- 
tion, as compared with the rest of the official staff, was 
beyond all comparison, the lowest paid to any officer in 
the service of the Town Council. 

3209. Did you apply for the increase, or was it 
volunteered? — In one or two instances it was given 
without application, and upon one occasion, on the 
revision of the salaries, it was given without appli- 
cation. Mr. Dinuen stated my salary was eqiral to, 
if uot double of that of any official holding a similar- 
position in Belfast or Ulster. The published accounts 
of this Corporation for 1855 will show that the gentle- 
man who was then known as sub-treasurer to the 
borough, and whose duties were analogous to mine, was 
paid a salary of £350 a year, though the corporate 
revenues at that period were not one-third what they 
are now, and all tire other officials’ salaries were paid 
at a very much lower scale than they are at present. 
The sub-treasurer then was the present town clerk, and 
he received £350 a year. Besides, the cashier of the 
gas works receives £500 per annum, while I, as chief 
cashier of the borough, receive only £300 a year. The 
Harbour Commissioners, another of our local boards, 
pay their chief cashier £450 per annum, though the 
revenues and disbursements of that body are not much 
more than one half of those of the Council. In Cork 
the officer who discharges the duties of the office I fill 
receives £520 per annum. 

3210. Mr. Exhaai. — Who is he ? — The treasurer. 

3211. His duties are not analogous to yours at all. 
He keeps the whole of the accounts and books of the 
borough and receives the rents there ? — Well, the trea- 
surer of the Dublin Corporation receives £1,050 a 
year.' 

3212. Chairman. — I don’t think your duties and 
his are at all analogous. The comparison may be a 
fairer one with the chief cashier of the Harbour Com- 
missioners or with the cashier of the gas trust? — Well, 
in the English Corporations the cashier is called the 
sub-treasurer, aud in all towns of the same magnitude 
as Belfast, the salary is, at least so far as I know, . 
double what I receive. I regret very much to have to 



Cobain examined. 

enter into this question, but I think it necessary in 
order to disprove the assertions that the Corporation 
paid me in acknowledgment of political services, and 
I want to show that in the responsibility and labour of 
my office there is sufficient warrant for the increased 
salary. In my capacity as public officer I have never 
interfered directly or indirectly with political affairs 
— that I undertake to affirm if necessary on oath. 

3213. Is it true that you ever said to any person 
that you had been instrumental in returning Sir John 
Savage to the Council ? — If you permit me to follow 
that in order I will come to that. 

3214. Mr. Exham. — What do you mean by that 
last sentence that as a public officer you never inter- 
fered ? — I mean as an officer of the boi-ough in Council 
times I have never directly or indirectly, or in any 
shape or form, interfei-ed with political affairs, but as 
a citizen and ratepayer I have exercised the rights 
and privileges conferred upon me by the law of the 
country. 

3215. Chairman. — You say you have uot consi- 
dered it inconsistent with your position as cashier for 
the borough to take part in election of members of the 
Corporation in your private capacity. You draw a dis- 
tinction between your public capacity and your private 
capacity. I want to know if you do not consider your 
rights as a citizen are qualified by your position as 
cashier of the borough in regai-d to elections for 
members of the Corporation ? — Certainly not. 

3216. Have you, in your private capacity, taken an 
active part in municipal elections ? — No. 

3217. Have you in Parliamentary elections ? — Well , 
I have exercised my influence for several Parliamen- 
tary candidates, and occasionally for municipal candi- 
dates. 

3218. Have you taken an active part in ward meet- 
ings? — Well, not an active part. I have been on the 
committee. 

3219. Mr. Exham. — Have you proposed candidates? 

— Never. I have never received any instructions 

from the Council, or any section or member of the 
Council, in reference to political matters, nor do they, 
so far as I know, interfere with or touch political 
affairs. If you wish me to explain, if there is any 
difficulty with regard to that, I don’t mean to ignore 
the fact that at ward meetings I may have come into 
contact with gentlemen in this Corporation who hap- 
pened to be in the room, but I mean to say that no 
section of the Corporation have endeavoured to influ- 
ence me in public affairs as a public officer. I know 
nothing of, nor did I ever hear of, an inner circle 
which managed the affairs of the Corporation, and I 
consider that statement a deliberate and malicious 
slander. The statement that I or any official ever 
nominated any alderman or councillor is also devoid of 
truth. 

3220. Do you recollect the occasion on which 
Mr. John Hamill was proposed? — I will come 
to that directly. It is also utterly false that I 
ever stated that I returned Sir John Savage as 
Alderman, or to any office whatever. That statement 
is simply a fabrication from beginning to end. I 
never had a conversation with Sir John Savage, or any 
other person, in relation to the subject to which Mr. 
Dnrnen referred. I never stated to Sir John Savage 
that I either returned him or caused him to be re- 
turned, nor did I ever use language which was 
capable of such interpretation. I have no doubt that 
Sir John Savage, when he made the statement, be- 
lieved it to be true, but if he had conferred with me 
before he made the statement, I would have given him 
a most emphatic denial, but not being afforded the 
opportunity I could not do so. 

3221. Chairman. — Did you afterwards correct it ? 
— Well, I wished to have an opportunity for repu- 
diating it ; but, acting on the advice of others, and 
having regard to the fact that I was an officer of the 
public, I refrained from doing so, though my own 
inclination was for doing bo. Mr. Gaffikin’s evidence 
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that I have contributed to put him out of the Council 
is incorrect. 

3222. Did you take no part against Mr. Gaffikin, 
at the election 1 — I did not. 

3223. Mr. Exham here read the evidence of Mr. 
Gaffikin, as to Mr. Cobain’s having actively interfered 
against him of his own knowledge, and having 
attended ward meetings relative to municipal elections. 
What reply do you give to that 1 ? — I can inform the 
meeting that the secretary of the Conservative society 
is here, and has the minutes of these ward meetings, 
and that will afford evidence that I was not at, 
and took no part in them. 

3224. Chairman. — Mr. Gaffikin was asked how 
he knew that, and he stated that he saw you present 
at those meetings ? — Well I have attended meetings 
of the Conservative party, and I have already told you 
that I have exercised my voting power. I have ex- 
ercised my political influence as a citizen. 

3225. In respect to the election of members of the 
Town Council 1 — In relation to all public officers for 
all public offices. I would decline to receive any 
appointment that would deny me that. Mr. Gaffikin, 
was not put out of the Council. He was not nomi- 
nated, and he refused to allow himself to be nominated. 
I was not present at any meeting to nominate candi- 
dates, and did not use any influence against him. I 
may say now that for the last three yearn, I have not 
been present at any ward meeting for the nomination 
of candidates. I don’t at all mean to imply by that 
that I don’t consider myself perfectly entitled to do 
so. 

3226. Have you indirectly used your influence 
to promote the election of one candidate as against 
another ? — Oil, I never considered when candidates 
solicited the suffrages of a public constituency that 
as a citizen I was bound to keep silent and express 
no opinion as to the merits of the candidates. I 
would consider that a state of political bondage which 
in a free country could not exist. 

3227. Do you mean to say that you record your 
vote but have not taken any further part in municipal 
elections ? — No, I have not ; not by canvassing, other- 
wise than by expressing to friends my opinions of the 
parties who were nominated. 

322S. Then you have tried to influence other per- 
sons as to then - votes 1 — No ; if you mean by influence 
a systematic attempt to influence votes, I say no ; but 
as to a general expression of the merits of the candi- 
dates I have done so. ' I have never considered 
myself politically dead. 

3229. Previously to the last three years had you 
taken a more active part ? — Yes. 

3230. Had you canvassed?— Oh yes; I have can- 
vassed in relation to candidates for all public offices. 
I was going on to say that Mr. Gaffikin stated that I 
canvassed against him, and my reply to that is this, 
that if a gentleman retires and does not seek re- 
election, there can be no canvassing against him. It is 
reported, and I believe correctly, that one of the prin- 
cipal reasons that he did not wish to be nominated 
was that he refused to pay the printing and postage of 
his circulars for his former election. 

3231. Mr. Lawless. — 1 confess I don’t consider that 
material. 

3232. Mr. Exham. — D o you think it right or 

proper to make that statement against Mr. Gaffikin 1 

I am stating a fact that is ostensibly the ground on 
which he was not nominated for the office. 

3233. Chairman. — I think you had better not go 

pto that ? — Well if a town councillor is so u n wise or 
indiscreet 

3234. Go on with your statement and do not make 
such remarks? — If you permit me I will. Another 
reason that contributed to Mr. Gaffikin’s not seeking 
re-election was because he contested St. George’s ward 
for a vacant aldermanship against a gentleman in 
town who was the senior councillor for the ward. 

.3235. What occasion have you for going into this? 

Excuse me, I am now endeavouring to defend 
myself against a very gross, improper, and impudent 



attack against my character, and if I am not per- Belfast. 
mitted to pursue the course of evidence that I consider Jan. s, istt. 
necessary, I’ll decline to go further. — — 

3236. I simply give you my opinion that it is a De Cobain. 
most unwise course for you to take? — Well I con- 
sider that I am on my defence now. I would also 

say that besides this Mi 1 . Gaffikin’s opposition to 
the granting of a site for Dr. Cooke’s statue had so 
embittered public feeling against him , that in retiring 
from the Council he made a virtue of necessity. Mr. 

Gaffikin’s statement that he voted for Mr. Dinnen’s 
motion to restrict corporate officers from interfering 
with elections is also incorrect, and instead of voting 
for Mr. Dinnen’s motion he voted against it. Mr. 

Gaffikin also frequently stated to me that he considered 
£ was quite unpaid, considering the importance and 
responsibilities of the duties I had to discharge. 
Subsequently to that he retired from the Council. 

3237. Mr. Lawless. — What was the amount of 
your salary at the time he said that? — Well, I could 
not say. Mr. Gaffikin made that statement more than 
once. 

323S. Chairman. — When your salary was at £220 
there was a question whether it should be £250 or 
£300. Had you any conversation with him at that 
time with respect to your salary? — Well, I have 
stated that I cannot identify the time at which this 
took place, but I have a clear recollection that more 
than once Mr. Gaffikin made that statement. With 
regard to James Lannonr’s evidence, I will state in 
how far it is true, and in what respects that witness 
must have knowingly perverted the facts. I was, as 
Mr. Larmour stated, a member of the Conservative 
party, which party employed him. I never personally 
employed him for work of any kind politically or 
otherwise in any capacity, and the Chairman of Quarter 
Sessions held so, and he dismissed his case against 
me. This man made it a rule to disturb gentlemen in 
their office, and he came to me notwithstanding that 
I told him not to do so in office hours. Mr. M ‘Henry, 
who accompanied him at the time he alleges he held 
that interview with me in the car inspector’s office, 
though summoned as Larmour’s witness, proved I did 
not employ him, and he can state that I reproved him 
for coming to my office on such business. Larmour 
stated I nominated the late Mr. John Hamill. I 
never did so, and not being a member of St. Anne’s 
ward committee, could not do so. The nominations 
for each ward are made by burgesses within the 
ward. 

3239. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Larmour did not say that 
you nominated him ? — Oh, yes, he said so. He said I 
nominated the late Mr. Hamill. 

3240. No ; but he said that at a meeting of the 
ward committee you proposed that he should be adopted 
as the candidate ? — I did not nominate him, or propose 
that lie should be nominated — I never did so. That 
also disposes of the statement he made, that I acted 
on Sir John Savage’s committee. I never was present 
at a meeting of that gentleman’s committee in my 
life. I was not canvassing for his return, nor did I 
actively interfere in that contest. He stated that I 
employed other persons for political work. That 
statement is grossly untrue. All these persons were 
employed by Mr. Coates, the secretary of the Conser- 
vative society. That I signed notices of parliamentary 
objections to voters is an unqualified falsehood. If I 
had done so I would be obliged to go into the Revision 
Couid to prove that, and anyone who is conversant 
with revision law would know that. He stated that 
I made returns of street canvassers to the chairman 
of the meeting. That statement is deliberately false. 

I challenge him to bring up any such chairman of 
meeting. In relation to the question put before the 
Recorder, as to whether I had ever selected or nomi- 
nated any candidate for the Town Council I declined 
to answer, and the court ruled I should not answer 
that question, not that I was afraid to answer it, but I 
considered it impertinent. But I now most em- 
phatically state I never did so. This man brought his 
action against me knowing I was a public officer, and 
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Belfast. hoping to intimidate me on that account into the pay- 
Jan . 5, 1S77. ment of the money. At the time he sued me Mr. 

— William John Johnston, the lion, treasurer to the 

Df'cobain conservative society held a receipt in full for all 
moneys due Laimour by the conservative society. I 
was simply a member of committee of that society. 
I never collected money for the conservative party. 
He said I signed objections against Messrs. C. H. 
Ward and Thomas Ward. That statement was false. 
I heard it stated such notices were served, and when 
I heard it, I expressed, as a member of the conser- 
vative party my condemnation of it to the secretary 
of the society. 

3241. Chairman. — Did you take any part in that! 
— I never heard of it until they were signed. Mr. 
Robert Carlisle stated I was present at a meeting 
where Alderman Mullan was nominated for St. Anne’s 
Ward, where he suggested the name of James Alex- 
ander Henderson as candidate. I never was present 
at such meeting, nor did I ever hear of the turning 
out of the gas, or the threatened beating of Mr. Car- 
lisle until I read it in this morning's paper. 

3242. Mr. Carlisle . — I know you were. 

Mr. Cobain — I claim your protection against the 
gross impertinence of anyone to contradict my evidence, 
and I am prepared now to give this evidence on oath. 



3243. Mr. Carlisle. — Mr. John Stephenson was in 
the chair at the meeting. 

3344. Mr. Cobain. — Mr. Carlisle also said that he 
would be returned for St. Anne’s Ward but for the in- 
fluence I used in favonr of Sir J ohn Savage. I have 
previously stated that I did not interfere in this elec- 
tion, and I never spoke to an individual on the Slian- 
kill-road for or against either of the candidates. I 
was present at a meeting where Alderman Dr. Alex- 
ander was nominated, but I am prepared to prove in 
the most solemn manner that Mr. Carlisle was not at 
that meeting, and that he never saw me speak to any 
one in relation to Dr. Alexander’s nomination — in 
fact no speaking was necessary, there was perfect 
unanimity on the subject. I may further say that it 
has been a matter of bewilderment to myself the 
supposed omnipotence and political influence that has 
been attributed to me. I never understood myself to 
exercise such marvellous power in reference to political 
influence as it appears I possess until I have read 
the evidence given here ; and ray own impression is 
this, that these statements raise from the wildest 
illusions on the part of the persons who make them. 

3245. Chairman. — Have you finished your state- 
ment? — Well, I have no further information to put 
before you. 



January 6, 1877. 
Dr. Browne recalled. 



3246. Chairman. — You want to explain something 
with regard to the way in which the death-rate is 
taken? — Yes. Mr. Kennedy was in error when he 
said the death-rate was taken on the union at large. 
It is only taken on the nine districts. The difference of 
population between the borough proper and the country 
portions of two of the districts is about 8,000 — that is 
the only difference. The ninth and tenth districts 
are not all within the borough. In England they 
allow for the increase of the population from the time 
the census was taken to the time the public report is 
made. For last year I took the difference between 
182,000 by census of 1871, and the corrected popu- 
lation (205,000) giving a death-rate of 26-1, and in 
this year we find by the registrar-general's returns 
that the death-rate is 24-17, which on the corrected 
population would be 21-35. This you will admit is 
rather low. It will likely be less than that when we 
allow for the increase of the population during the last 
twelve months, which I have not yet done. 

3247. What do you say as to the complaint made 
of the water discharged from a factory belonging to 
the Messrs. Lindsay, which it was said causes a 
nuisance outside the lunatic asylum walls ? — My atten- 
tion was never di-awn to that, nor was my advice 
asked about it, and you are aware that it is my duty 
when a case is reported to examine it, and give my 
advice about it. It is not my duty to go and inspect 
all nuisances. 

3248. Can you say whether it is a nuisance or not? 
— I cannot, as the whole of that part was flooded. 
There was an allegation made which was not correct, 
namely, that it was no use applying to our office. So 
fra- as I am aware no application is ever overlooked. 
'Mr. Scott immediately acknowledges receipt of com- 
plaint, and gives notice to the parties against whom 
the complaint is made, and such matters are always 
attended to at once. 

3249. Have you ever visited that factory of Messrs. 
Lindsay? — No. 

3250. What do you say as to the removal of a 
quantity of street refuse to Dunville’s field ? — That 
was reported to the sanitary committee. Dr. M'Con- 
nell was requested to report, and he said it was a, 
nuisance dangerous to the parties crossing the field, 
and that it ought to be cleansed. 

3251. Was his report brought before you? — Yes. 
I asked the superintendent what was the nature of 
the stuff they were putting into it, and he said it was 
simply the scrapings of macadamized roads. Belfast 



has not a good foundation. In the low-lying districts 
of Belfast the alluvial deposit is very much like what 
the road scrapings are. 

3252. Ought it not to be covered with concrete ? — I 
do not know much about the use of concrete. 

3253. Is it not a very bad sort of foundation? — 
There is no doubt about that. Nearly all Belfast 
has bad foundations. 

3254. Mr. Exham. — Supposing it is dangerous to 
the life of people passing, should not the improvement 
committee fence it in ? — I thought it was fenced in. 

3255. Mr. Lawless. — Are you aware of a nuisance 
being caused at the Belfast Royal Hospital by smoke ? 
— Y es. We immediately served notice on the parties, 
and had it abated, and they promised not to re- 
produce the nuisance. I am not aware that it has 
been reproduced since then. 

3256. The doctor complained of the nuisance caused 
by a bakery opposite the hospital, which still exists, 
and is injurious to the health of the people in the 
hospital? — They have been noticed to raise their 
chimneys, which are too low. We have had no com- 
plaint, I think, since the month of June. The smoke 
from it can only affect the hospital when the wind is 
due west. 

3257. Mr. Exham. — The doctor said they had 
actually been obliged to refuse to take a cel-tain class 
of patients into the hospital on this account, and that 
they cannot open the windows because of the smoke ? 
— I am not aware of that, hut the matter has a very 
simple remedy. The parties must be indicted and 
made raise then- chimneys. There is another point 
to which I wish to refer — the charge made that I was 
incompetent — from physical causes, I think it was 
said, and that I resigned my office in the Belfast hos- 
pital from ill-health. I did not resign from ill-health, 
and I am not aware that I am advanced so far in years 
as to render me physically incompetent. 

3258. Chairman. — There is also another, matter. 
It was stated by Mr. Carlisle the other day that when 
you were a member of the improvement committee he 
took some action with regard to the sewage, and it 
was mentioned that you and the borough surveyor 
frequently transacted business by yourselves %— -If 
you find that on the minutes I’ll say.it is right. 

3259. I want to know if you ever did transact 
business unless there was a quorum present, arid did 
you ever know the committee fail to meet? — We 
may have had no meeting in consequence of members 
not attending, but I think we had generally four 
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members. I never transacted any business without a 
quorum. 

3260. You generally found there were four or five 
present? — Yes. 

3261. Mr. Exham. — Suppose it is a fact that a 
pipe — a six or nine inch pipe — has been taken from 
the public sewer and put into the old course of this 
Fairywell stream to supply a mill below, do you think 
it would be an arrangement prejudicial to the health of 
the people ? — It depends upon how the water is used. 

3262. Mr. Kennedy stated it is boiled up, and that 



it is used for mills and boilers ? — I think any mill- 
owner would be very foolish to use bad water when 
he could get clean water. It depends upon whether 
or not it was sent through the mills, but they must 
have pure water for spinning purposes. 

3263. The complaint is that when four or five milLs 
have used the water it has been taken by a pipe to 
the public sewer and sent down to another mill, where 
it is used again ? — I should say it is very wrong to do 
such a thing, and if it is brought under our notice, 
and the law permits us, we will prevent it. 



Dr. M'Connell examined. 



3264. Mi\ Exhaji. — Are you a sanitary officer here? 
— Yes ; for the district in which Dunville’s field is. 

3265. Was yoxu- attention called to it by the sub- 
sanitary officer? — Yes. 

3266. Did you examine it ? — Yes. 

3267. Was it a nuisance at the time yon examined 
it ? — It was. 

3268. Do you mean merely a nuisance dangerous to 
people who might walk across the place or a nuisance 
from the smell? — I mean dangerous to the people who 
were attempting to go across it. That was my idea at 
the time I made my report, which I forwarded, bi llin g 
the attention of the sanitary authority to what was 
going on. In the summer time I would undoubtedly 
have reported it as a nuisance dangerous to health. 

3269. Chairman. — At every time of the year was 
it dangerous in the other way ? — Yes ; and it was a 
place that people frequently crossed. 

3270. Mr. Exham. — Did you see any yard manure 



put into that place ? — I saw something that I thought 
was yard manure but could not be sure. Unless I went 
knee-deep into it — I could not examine it minutely. 
The sweepings of the streets were certainly put there, 
and it ought to be remembered that there are a good 
many small houses in the neighbourhood which have 
not got proper accommodation. 

3271. Did you state that in the report? — I did. 

3272. Mr. Colligau told us the reports mentioned 
about the street sweepings ?— That was what I intend- 
ed to convey. That was my idea. 

3273. Mr. Colligan also said you told him that you 
saw yard manure thrown into it? — Yes; my original 
intention was to call attention to the spot. 

3274. Mi - . Colligan . — I say that if any three gentle- 
men in the i - oom visit the place, and afterwards state 
that there is no yard manure there I will undertake to 
pay £50 to the Royal Hospital before six o’clock this 
evening. 



Dr. M'ConnelL 



Mi - . Montgomery re-examined. 



3275. Chairman.— You wish to make a further 
statement? — Yes ; with regard to the statement made 
by Mi - . Carlisle that there was some improper influence 
brought to bear upon me by Mr. Ewart -with regard 
to a shop in Donegall-place— about getting a board 
removed. That statement is altogether false. I hold 
in my hand a plan which was submitted by Mi - . Adam 
Craig in August, 1870, of alterations to a shop front 
in Donegall-place. The plan is indorsed and signed 
“David Taylor, chairman, 17th August, 1870; ap- 
proved.” It was approved by the improvement com- 
mittee when I was absent on leave, and Mr. Bresland, 
my assistant, attended the committee, and the plan 
was approved of by Mr. Bresland, my deputy, during 
my absence. 

3276. "Was Mr. Craig the owner of the property 
where the board refereed to was ? — Yes ; he submitted 
that plan as the owner of the property. The plan says, 
“ The part coloured red to be devoted to the public.” 
Now, I have ascertained on refreshing my memory 
by looking over the books, that the improvement com- 
mittee having had their attention called to a board 
that ran from one point to another, shutting out from 
public use what was given to the public by this plan, 
passed this resolution. — “ Resolved, that Mr. Robert 
Carsewell bo required, within seven days, to remove a 
certain obstruction recently erected by him, from the 
public footway in Donegall-place.” The obstruction 
cut off, from public use, a portion of the footway which 
is the part coloured red in the plan submitted by Mr. 
Craig and passed by the committee. 

3277. Is Mr. Carsewell Mr. Craig’s tenant ? — He is 
in possession of the shop adjoining that one. It was 
represented to the committee that the board which 
formed the obstruction was being renewed or re-painted 
—so far as I recollect I heard that it was being re- 
newed or re-painted, and the committee thought proper 
to remind Mr. Carsewell that this place was their pro- 
perty, and that two years having elapsed the compact 
ought to be carried out. Mr. Ewart is here himself 
to ? ^4 we had any correspondence about it. 

3278. Had you any communication with Alderman 
hwart on the subject 1— Never. I think it is plain now 
there is not a shadow of foundation for the charge. 
J-his is really a personal matter. Mr. Carlisle has given 



me a great deal of annoyance, and I now charge him 
with malice in the matter. 

3279. Was this plan lodged by Mr. Craig in your 
absenee ns owner of the property ? — Yes. 

3280. I asked you to ascertain if it was true that 
the sewage instead of being carried into the main sewer 
is carried across to supply water to Alderman Carlisle’s 
reservoir ? — I have examined into that since last night. 
It is from that drain— a very old drain, two feet square, 
which arose from the spring— a tributary of the Fairy- 
well stream as Ithought it was previously crossed by the 
line of our sewer. That drain was opened and examined 
and it was seen .that, it was water, and that it went 
into the then Fairywell stream which was used by 
mill-owners, so it was restored and treated as a branch 
of the Fairywell stream which has also become 
polluted more or less by the house drainage from Land- 
scape-terrace. There is an order made for making new 
chains in Landscape-terrace, for taking the sewage out 
of that and discharging it into the main-sewer, and 
bringing it into the main sewer. 

3281. Mr. Exham. — Why was it not done long 
ago, and why has this been allowed to go into 
Alderman Carlisle’s mill? 

Mr. Ilresland. —These works were done seven or 
eight years since. At the time that water was going 
down the square culvert it was nearly pure. It is 
really a branch of the Fairywell stream, although it 
has become polluted by houses being recently built. 

3282. Chairman. — At the time you restored it to 
connexion with the reservoir was the water in a pure 
state? — Yes. 

3283,. Did the sewage from Landscape-terrace go 
into it? — No. 

3284. Mr. Exham. — Did Mr. Montgomery approve 
of the plan of the sewage going into that stream, which 
you say you knew went into the cooler ? — He did. 

3285. Chairman. — Do you know how the sewage 
got into that ancient watercourse ? — No. 

3286. You knew of the watercourse crossing your 
main sewer ? — Yes. 

3287. Were those Landscape-terrace houses built 
at that time ?— They were ; some of them were. 

3288. Or were in course of building ? — Yes. 

3289. Was the sewage of any of those houses dis- 



Mr. 

Montgomery. 
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charged into that watercourse at that time 1 — N ot to 
my knowledge. 

3290. But you must know or ought to know where 
it went. You were acting as Mr. Montgomery’s 
deputy ? — This water was running pure, and I was 
not aware of any sewage getting into it. 

3291. How did it get into it. It could not gel 
into it without your knowledge ? — (No answer.) 

3292. Mr. Exham. — Y ou should have had plans of 
it. Did you get them 1 — I don’t remember. 

3293. Were there houses in Landscape-terrace at 
the time? — Yes. 

3294. Did you ascertain where they drained into 
before you made this two-feet sewer, and allowed the 
water to run into the tank ? — I was not aware of any 
drain in Landscape-terrace. 

3295. Did you examine and see where the drainage 
of Landscape-terrace went at the time you were 
making this new sewer ? — There have been a lot of 
new houses built since, and there is a complaint that 
the sewage is allowed to lie taken into that tank. 

3296. Mr. Montgomery. — I admit that the house 
sewage goes into the stream, and is used by the mill 
owners. 

3297. Mr. Exham. — The complaint is that the 
sewage is not kept separate from the Eairywell 
stream, and that what was at first pure is by that 
means polluted? — I admit that. I am not aware yet 
that it goes into the cooler. I have inquired from 
Mr. Carlisle, and this gentleman has inquired at the 
factory, and their statement is that they do not use 
this water. I prepared an order for the making of a 
new sewer in Landscape-terrace for those houses. 
That order was printed and published, but legal pro- 
ceedings arose in that very terrace — there was a suit 
in the courts in Dublin about, it, and owing to one 
difficulty or another that order has never been carried 
out. As a matter of fact the order is on the books of 
the Council, and I am not to blame because it is not 
earned out. 

329S. Chairman. — It has not yet been explained 
to us how this watercourse has become polluted with 
sewage matter, and we want you to do so. 

3299. Mr. Exham. — And the l'eason why it con- 
tinues to be polluted with sewage matter is because 
the Corporation who ought to be the prosecutors 
cannot do so as no jury could convict any person who 
was prosecuted for polluting the stream, for they 
would say you polluted it first yourselves ? — I am not 
here to defend the people of Belfast. In every ease 
in which a complaint was sent in you will find in this 
book a warning that this will ultimately go into one 
of these streams. Until we get a main system 
of drainage for Belfast there is no other way of drain- 
ing the town. We cjuld have done nothing else 
unless there was a system of drainage for the town. 

3300. Supposing that one mill owner — the first 
on the stream — got the water in a perfectly pure state 
coming down from the Fairywell. Suppose he 
indicted the Corporation for putting a sewer from 
this new street into it, what answer would you 
have ? — All I know is that I am not to blame. 

3301. Have you raised your warning voice against 
this conduct, and did the Corporation refuse to attend 
to it? — The fact has been there since I was appointed. 

3302. Mr. Block. — The Act of Parliament expressly 
authorizes the Corporation to run the sewage into the 
streams. 

3303. Mr. Exham. — I think you are in error in 
supposing that, and Mr. May’s opinion is in direct 
opposition to any such notion. 

3304. Chairman. — I ask you supposing the water 
was pure at first how was it allowed to he polluted 
with sewage matter ? 

3305. Mr. Montgomery. — I prepared an order for 
preventing the sewage of Landscape-terrace from going 
into it. Difficulties arose about carrying out that 
order, and I washed my hands clean of those diffi- 
culties. 

3306. Mr. Wake/ord (assistant surveyor). — I wish 



to contradict most positively the statement made by 
Mr. Dinnen, that I ever approved of the - special com- 
mittee’s report on the Blackstaff. That report was 
prepared quite independently of me, and my opinion 
was never asked or given. I deny most positively that 
I approved of it. 

3307. Chairman (for Mr. Rea) to Mr. Montgomery. 
— During the fifteen years of your surveyorship did 
you ever apply to or know of an application being 
made to the Water Commissioners for water to flush 
the sewers of Belfast, or any of them ? — No, never. 

3308. During those fifteen years did you ever apply 
or direct an application to be made to the Water 
Commissioners for water to cleanse any of the filthy 
courts, lanes, and alleys that you admit have remained 
in a frightful sanitary condition for the last fifteen 
years ? — I object to the statement in the question. I 
never made any application for water to cleanse the 
courts, lanes, and alleys, nor did I ever say that they 
were in a frightful sanitary condition. 

3309. Have you ever been refused water? — No. I 
never applied for it ; it is not in my department ; it 
is in the scavenging department. I cautiously ab- 
stained from passing the slightest reflection on the 
Water Commissioners. 

3310. Have you, as the surveyor having charge of 
the streets, ever reported to any committee or sub- 
committee of the Corporation, or to the Corporation 
itself during the past fifteen years that application 
ought to be made to the Water Commissioners for 
water to flush the sewei-s, and to cleanse the courts, 
lanes, and alleys of Belfast ? — I think I have ofteu 
suggested that the courts and alleys might be cleansed 
with water. 

3311. Was the suggestion made in writing or 
verbally, and if verbally, to whom ? — It was by verbal 
communications, and also in the printed report on the 
general drainage of the town. 

3312. Can you say whether or not during those 
fifteen years, the necessity of flushing the sewers being 
so apparent, and the necessity of cleansing those places 
beiug so apparent (in the summer time at least), you 
ever wrote a short report to any committee, or sub- 
committee, saying, “ Gentlemen, from what I have 
seen of these places you ought to make some appli- 
cation for water ” ? — I have never made a written re- 
port in connexion with any department of the Council 
for Avhich I was not responsible. 

3313. Ha-ve you suggested that it would be desirable 
to do so ? — I have, frequently. I have not the slightest 
control over the scavenging department. 

3314. Chairman (for Mr. M’Erlean to Witness).— 
Who is the contractor for the timber supplied to the 
Town Council ? — Mr. Fail 1 . 

3315. Who is the contractor for the timber supplied 
to the gas-works ? — I do not know. 

3316. Will you undertake to say that the timber 
purchased by Mr. Fail* does not come from a member 
of the improvement committee of this Council ? — I do 
not know where he gets the timber. 

3317. Is not Mr. Fair a small builder convenient 
to May’s-fields? — Mr. Fail- carries on business near 
May’s-fields. 

3318. What is his business? — He is a builder. 

3319. Has he a large business as a builder ora 
small business ? — I am not sufficiently acquainted with 
his business to say. He is not a famous builder. 

3320. Can you say whether or not it comes from a 
member of the improvement committee? — I do not 
believe for a moment that it does. I would not take 
timber coming from a member of the improvement 
committee. 

3321. Do you say it does not come from a member 
of the improvement committee ? — Most decidedly. 

3322. Will you undertake to say that the timber 
does not come from Mr. Brown’s yard ? — I never fol- 
lowed the timber to see where it came from. It was 
advertised for publicly in the newspapers, and the 
committee got tenders sent in. Mr. Fair’s was accepted, 
as I believe he was the lowest. 
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3323. Mr. Exham. — Do you know, as a matter of 
fact, that his was the lowest ? — I am just reminded by 
Mr. Bretland that it was decided by schedules of 
estimates. There was some difference of opinion at 
the committee meeting, and it was decided that Mr. 
Fair’s schedule of prices would come lowest. 

3324. Mr. Lawless. — How long is the contract for ? 
— For one year. 

3325. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erlean). — Did you ever 
oppose plans that were afterwards passed in spite of 
your protest ?- -Yes ; I am quite sure thei-e must have 
been, because I am sometimes -wrong in my advice. 

3326. Chairman (to Mr. M‘Erlean). — Mr. Mont- 
gomery previously stated that the committee were 
almost invariably guided by his opinion. 

3327. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erlean). — When a case 
of that sort occurred did you take any notes of it ? — I 
think the records show these notes. This book (pro- 
duced) is the only official one I have. I have no private 
notes. There is nothing but what is in the official 
book. I always entered the matter in the official book 
before it came before the committee. 

3328. When you were overruled by the committee 
did you take any note of it ? — T simply drew my pen 
through my recommendations, and substituted the 
decision of the committee. 

3329. Before you put anything in the official book 
did you ever make an entry in a private book ? — I 
.assure you 1 have no records but the official book. 

3330. Mr. Exham. — I see that in one case a plan 
was approved of and disapproved of in the same day ? 
— People came before the committee with fuller infor- 
mation. Sometimes they made amendments on the 
plan before the committee, and then it would be 
passed. 

3331. Chairman (for Mr. JU‘Erlcan). — Did you ap- 
prove of the widening of the Antrim road in 1874 — 
convenient to Carlisle-circus ? — Yes. 

3332. At the time you approved of it did you ap- 
prove of the removal of a portion of a graveyard from 
where it was, contrary to the Privy Council rules, so 
as to widen the street 1 — I know now the case yon 
refer to. I felt it my duty at a meeting of the Chari- 
table Society and the Town Council to call attention 
to the fact that there might be some difficulty in widen- 
ing the road at that point, as I was informed that in- 
terments were made there many yearn ago. I men- 
tioned that two or three times, and it was represented 
to me that the interments had taken place long ago, 
and were at the same time so few that there would be 
no nuisance, and no public attention adversely directed 
to it, and I was led to believe that any human remains 
which had been there would have vanished entirely, 
and therefore I ceased to urge my objection any further. 
There was a very strong feeling in the Charitable Society 
that the ground ought to be given for the purpose of 
widening the road, and negotiations had been going on 
for a long time. 

3333. What was the Charitable Society ? — A public 
body, a corporation who have the care of certain lands 
given for charitable purposes by the Donegall family. 
It is a sort of alms for poor people of the better 

3334. Was this graveyard on their premises? — There 
is a public graveyard on their property, and outside 
the public graveyard there was a bit of ground that 
once, I am told, belonged to the county road, and in 
making improvements many years ago, this bit of 
ground was walled in, and became a sort of “ nobody’s 
land.” It seems that at one time (during the outbreak 
of cholera, I think) some bodies were interred in that 
vacant ground outside the wall of the graveyard, and 
I believe the bodies of suicides had also been interred 
there. 

3335. And in consequence of what you heard con- 
cerning it, you said it would be impossible to throw it 
into a public road. Is that what you say? — Yes. At 
a meeting of the Charitable Society and a deputation 
from the Town Council, the Charitable Society said 
they would undertake all the responsibility on that 
account, and in point of fact this portion of ground 



was then added to the footway, and while the work 
was going on some coffin lids or boards, and some 
human bones were discovered, and they were re-in- 
terred in the graveyard. 

3336. Chairman. — Not where they were interred 
before, but inside in the graveyard 1 — Yes; inside the 
graveyard. Mr. M'Erlean and some others were op- 
posed to it, and the Corporation were brought before 
the police court. There was a long trial, and the case 
was dismissed by the magistrates. 

3337. Mr. M'Erlean. — Informations were refused to 
be granted in the matter. 

3338. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erlean to Witness ). — 
Did you approve of the plan for the widening of this 
portion of the Autrim-road ? — I made the plan myself. 

3339. "Where were the remains removed to i — -The 

churchyard. 

3340. Do you know that to be true? — I saw several 
bones interred in the public graveyard. 

3341. And what became of the soil and the coffin 
lid l — The soil that was taken from it was removed to 
a hollow place some fifteen or sixteen feet deep. It 
was tipped there because the hollow place was given 
to the Corporation for that purpose. 

3342. Mr. Lawless. — That was not in the grave- 
yard 1 — No. 

3343. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erlean). — Are you 
aware that at the time they were removed from that 
place the boards were damp with human remains? — I 
cannot say. 

3344. At what distance were they' and the soil re- 
moved to from the residences in Viscenage-park, 
Lincoln-avenue, Cranborne-street, and all about there ? 
— Two or three hundred feet perhaps. I am not 
exactly certain, but I’ll measure it for you if you 
wish. 

3345. Was it more than two and a half perches 
from the nearest house ? — I think it was about two 
hunched feet from the nearest house. 

3346. Can you say if at the present moment the 
ground containing the human remains and the coffins 
is advertised to be let ? — I do not know. My impres- 
sion was that nO human remains went there, but only 
some bones. That is my recollection. 

3347. Mr. Exiiam. — When it was removed was the 
smell offensive 1 — No. 

3348. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erlean). — At the time 
that offensive matter (as it was considered by many 
people to be) was removed, who was the sanitary 
authority in the town 1 — The Town Council. 

3349. Ancl the Town. Council did the work ? — Cer- 
tainly. 

3350. And in the proceedings in the police court, 
was not the Town Council the defendant? — Yes, of 
course. 

3351. Mr. M'Erlean. — I’ll hand this memorial to 
Mr. Montgomery to read for you. (Hands same to 
witness.) 

3352. Mr. Montgomery. — (Heads) — “16th Decem- 
ber, 1875. We, the undersigned inhabitants on theAn- 
trim-road, believe that the removal of tire graveyard 
soil from where it was, and placing the same in Viscen- 
age-park is a common nuisance.” 

3353. Chairman (to Witness). — Did you ever see 
that before ? — I dare say I did. It would go to the 
sanitary committee. 

3354. You say there were some bones interred in- 
side the graveyard ? — Yes. 

3355. Is this a copy of the document sent in 7 

3356. Mr. M'Erlean. — It is the original document 
itself. 

3357. Mr. Lawless. — I presume the original docu- 
ment would be sent in ? 

3358. Mr. M'Erlean. — That is it. It bears the 
original signature. 

3359. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erlean to Witness). — 
Will you undertake to say that the sexton of that 
church ffid not prove before the magistrates that in 
making a hollow to remove these bones to, they hap- 
pened to remove portions of graves outside the grave- 
yard? 
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3360. Mr. M‘Erlean . — My contention is tliat they 
took portions of the remains out to make room for 
other remains. Do you not know, Mr. Montgomery, 
that in so doing the Corporation violated the third 
sub-rule of rule three. 

3361. Chairman. — A s I understand this was not 
done by the Corporation. 

3362. Mi-. M‘Erlean. — All was done by the Cor- 
poration. 

3363. Mr. Montgomery. — The hones that I spoke of 
were being interred in the graveyard when I saw them. 

3364. Chairman (to Witness). — Did you see any 
others displaced to make room for them 1 — When I 
went there there was a pit dug and the bones were 
lying in the bottom of it. 

3365. Mi - . Lawless. — Was that in the graveyard ? 
— Yes ; I saw a good many bones in the bottom of a 
little square pit, and I do not know a single thing 
more about it than that. I understand they are all 
removed from this “Potter’s field” into the grave- 
yard — into the consecrated ground. 

3366. Did you see more than one place of reception 
for these bones ? — No, only one. 

3367. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erleav). — Were you 
awai - e that the place made for their reception was for- 
merly a graveyard ? — No. 



3368. Were you aware that in removing it at all the 
Council violated rules that they would punish others 
for violating. 

3369. Mr. Lawless. — That is a question of law • 
it is hardly fail - to put it to him. 

3370. Mr. M‘Erlean. — I myself was the plaintiff 
in the case, the soil having been left at my very door. 

3371. Chairman (to Mr. M‘Erlean). — You reside 
near it 1 — Yes. 

3372. Were you one of the persons who signed this 
memorial 1 — Yes. 

3373. Chairman (for Mr. M'Erlean to Witness). 

Would you permit houses, providing the ground was 
taken for building houses, to be built on the place to 
which the soil was removed ? — I shall certainly object 
to the building of houses upon any field or ground in 
which, to my knowledge there is anything unwhole- 
some, or any street sweepings. 

3374. Is there any order of Privy Council closing 
it as an old graveyard ? — Yes. It is under the third 
rule. 

3375. Mr. Exham. — Is that the one already men- 
tioned ? — I cannot say. 

337 6. Was this graveyard ordered to be closed ? — 
It is an old poorhouse burial ground. 



Sir John Savage examined. 



3377. Chairman. — I am glad you have come for- 
ward to be examined. Your name has been mentioned 
several times — by Air. Carlisle, I think — as one of 
the gentlemen who iniluenced the Corporation as 
a mill-owner, to prevent any improvement being made 
in the state of the Blackstaff and its tributaries 1 — 
There is not a word of the truth in that statement. 

3378. Did you ever do so? — No, never. 

3379. Are you a mill-owner on the Blackstaff? — 
No ; not on the Blackstaff. 

3380. On the Fairy Well stream then?— I aui a 
mill-owner on the water going down the Old Lodge- 
road. It goes down from Mr. Lyons’ place. 

33S1. He said that Sir John Savage's mill, and 
Mr. Carlisle’s bleach works did all the harm ? — There 
are no dye-works hi connexion with Mi - . Carlisle’s 
place. I believe they bleach yam, but that would 
not pollute the water in any appreciable degree. 

3383. Do your works discharge water into the 
Pound Burn ? — Not at all. 

3383. Have you used any influence in the Corpo- 
ration to prevent any purification of the Blackstaff ? 
— Neither directly nor indirectly have I ever used 
the slightest influence for that purpose. 

3384. We have had your name mentioned rather 
rnore prominently in connexion with Mr. Cobain’s 
salary. In reference to a conversation about his 
salary ? — I do not know that it was a conversation. 
It happened one day that the mayor was absent from 
the meeting of the Corporation, and I took the chair 
in his place — as a matter of arrangement they voted 
me into the chair. 

3385. Perhaps you will tell us what the facts were ? 
— I was aware that a considerable amount of excite- 
ment existed about Mr. Cobain’s salary. I thought 
Mr. Cobam was carrying the matter to an undue 
extent, in endeavoiu-ing to influence the members of 
the Council to increase what I considered to he a fan- 
salary for the work done. Before I went into the 
chan - , a most respectable member of the Corporation 
informed me. that Mr. Cobain had gone so far as to 
assert that it was most ungrateful on my part to 
.oppose the proposed increase of his salary, because as 
he said, he had largely influenced my return as 
Alderman for St. Anne’s ward. I denied the truth of 
that statement then as I do’ now, and I said I believed 
it had no existence in fact. 

3386. You do not believe that he had any influence 
on your return to the Council?— I cannot tell what 
influence he exercised in a proper way. I believe it 
would have been in my favour, but I was not aware, 
nor am I now, that he so influenced the election as to 



cause my return. I would be ashamed to be the 
nominee of any man. 

3387. Have you read in the newspapers his denial 
of the statement imputed to him ? — Yes, but he draws 
a very proper distinction about his official and un- 
official position. 

3388. Mr. Exham. — He said it was utterly false that 
he ever made such a statement to any human being? — 
I believe the member of the Council to whom I refer. 

3389. Chairman. — He said that if he had had an 
opportunity to speak to you first, he would have been 
able to satisfy yon that lie never said so ? — That is 
quite possible. I believe him to be quite trustworthy 
in his word. 

3390. He said it was utterly false that he ever stated 
that he returned you or exercised any influence what- 
ever to cause your return to any office, nor did he use 
language which was capable of such interpretation. 
He also said he had no doubt that when you made the 
statement you believed it to be true. Have you made 
any other inquiries since, which enable you to say that 
you were under a misapprehension? — Not in the 
slightest degree. I thought it was a proper thing to 
rebuke him for if it were so, and it was quite open 
for him to come forward and contradict it, even in the 
open Council if he chose. I did nbt make any inquiry 
about it. 

3391. Has Mr. Cobain, with your knowledge and 
consent, at any time, or to the best of your belief witli 
the knowledge or consent of any member of the Cor- 
poration, taken an active part in municipal elections '! 
— I hope not with that of the regular members of the 
Council. 

3392. "With any member of the Council ? — Well, I 
can speak for myself, and certainly not to my know- 
ledge nor with my consent. Such had been alleged 
against Mr. Cobam before, and immediately after the 
election I had a conversation with and told him my 
mind with regard to any official of the Town Council 
taking the slightest part, pro or con, with regard to 
the return of a member of Council, or doing anything 
that might bear a partisan or political character. 

3393. Was it your opinion that such conduct was 
to be highly disapproved of? — Yes ; I told him so, and 
said that if he ever attempted such a thing he would 
certainly lose my confidence and support as an official. 

3394. Did he admit that there was any truth in the 
charge on that occasion ? — I could not say as to that. 
The conversation took place years ago, and I could not 
say. 

3395. Mr. Exham. — The other day you were re- 
ported as having said that you would let no maudlin 
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sentimentality prevent you from doing what you 
thought was right, and that you met Mr. Cobain' in the 
street, and, like the Priest and the Levite, he turned 
away from you? — That was said in a playful manner. 

3396. Did he pass you by in the street in that 
way ? — I could not say that he did it intentionally. 

3397. Mr. Lawless. — You said that Mr. Cobain 
was carrying the matter a little too far in endeavour- 
ing to influence the members of the Council to vote for 
his increase of salary — was that your opinion ? — 
Well, it was. I am opposed in eveiy case to canvass- 
ing the member's of the Council, which I thought Mr. 
Cobain was doing. How far that went I could not 
say. I regard him as a highly respectable member of 
the Town Council officials, and my advice to him was 
to abstain from doing anything of that sort. 

3398. Chairman. — Was it a question of raising his 
salary to .£350 or £300 a year? — I thought it was 
going a little too far to raise it so much at once ; but 
as to any parallel between Mr. Turnbull and him , it 
does not exist, for Mr. Turnbull has fully three or four 
times the amount of duty to perform, and is a very 
efficient officer. 

3399. And a very old officer? — Yes. 

3400. You voted for raising the salary to £300 a 
year ? — I did. I do not wish to force my opinion on 
other people. 

3401. Do you think he is overpaid at £300 a year, 
considering the moneys that pass through his hands ? — 
I do not know. 

3402. If Mr. Cobain had really the power and in- 
fluence that some people attribute to him of procuring 
the return of members of the Town Council, do you 
not think that would give him considerable influence 
in getting those persons to vote for increasing his 
salary ? — I should not say so with any gentleman of 
high moral principle. 

3403. Mr. Lawless. — Do you remember Mr. 
Dinnen’s resolution, prohibiting any of the officials of 
the Town Council from interfering in politics? — Yes. 

3404. What side did you take in voting on that 
resolution? — I believe I voted against Mr. D inn en’s 
resolution upon the grounds that I did not believe 
they did what was attributed to them. Immediately 
after that the conversation took place in which I 
advised Mi - . Cobain strongly that if he ever had done 
so not to attempt it again, or he certainly would not 
retain my friendship. 

3405. Chairman (by Mr. M l Erlean ). — At the time 
the question of salaries was before the Town Council 
were you of opinion that the increase was unnecessary, 
they being already fully paid? — I never made such an 
assertion as that. I was quite willing to pay every 
man a full salary for the work done. 

3406. Did you say that in your opinion they were 
paid up to their full capacity ? — Yes ; bearing in mind 
the duties to be performed. 



3407. Did you believe that at the time ? — I really 
cannot recollect all that I said at the time. My im- 
pression at the time was, that the increase was uncalled 
for, but notwithstanding that I submitted to the 
opinions of others in giving a moderate increase. 

3408. Did you agree to a compromise ? — I did ; un- 
doubtedly I may have taken a view of the fairness of 
their salaries that was too tight, so to speak, and with 
the view to not having so large an increase given at 
once. I may have thought it was uncalled for, but at 
the same time I was quite willing that every man 
should be paid up to the full measure of his abilities. 

3409. Did you make use of the expression attri- 
buted to you in the newspaper report about the servants 
being the masters of the Corporation ? — I believe I did. 

3410. Mr. Exiiam. — Were you of opinion that the 
Corporation was the servant of the officials ? — I had 
no such idea. 

3411. Chairman. — Did you ever see Mr. Cobam at 
your election, or at any other election, bring in voters, 
or was he in the habit of bringing in voters ? — Never, 
to my knowledge ; I never saw any such thing. 

3412. Mi\ Exham. — Mr. Cobain has undertaken to 
say that whatever member of the Council told you 
that he had said it was very ungrateful of you not to 
vote in favour of increasing his salary, because he had 
influenced your return as a member of the Town 
Council, had stated a downright falsehood. I think it 
is only fair we should have the name of the member 
of the Town Council who said it. 

3413. Mr. Lawless. — Who was the gentleman who 
told you that Mr. Cobain had made that observation 
about you? (No answer.) 

2414. Mr. Exham. — You have said it w r as a member 
of the Town Council ; Mr. Cobain said that whatever 
member of the Town Council said so made a down- 
right misstatement? — Well, in that ease I may as 
well tell you who he was. It was Mr. Thomas Gaffikin. 

3415. Are you aware that for many years mill- 
owners have taken in the sewage water, and used it 
in their mills for condensing purposes ? — That would 
be excessively imprudent on the part of the mill- 
owners if they could get clean water. 

3416. Chairman. — Are you reduced to doing it? — 
Not at all. The upper mill-owner would have it as 
pure as I have it. 

3417. Chairman (for Mr. Rea). — Did you, or did you 
not, believe at the time you made the speech about the 
salaries in the Council that three or four persons were 
in constant communication with Mr. Cobain as to who 
were the persons in town who should be suggested for 
nomination to the Conservative committees? — Not at all. 

3418. Mr. Lawless. — Do you believe, or do you not, 
that at any time any person was kept back from being 
nominated, or that any persons brought forward as 
candidates was put into the Council > by Mr. Cobain’s 
influence ? — To my knowledge I believe not. 



Mr. William Ewart examined. 



3419. Chairman. — Your name was mentioned by 
Mr. Carlisle as one of the persons who influenced the 
Corporation as a mill-owner to prevent improvements 
from being made in the state of the Blackstaff. Mr. 
Carlisle spoke of “ gentlemen,” and I asked him to give 
names, and he then mentioned you amongst others ? — I 
read this statement of Mr. Carlisle’s yesterday morning, 
so I came here to ask for an opportunity of giving it 
an emphatic and distinct denial in every respect. So 
far from doing anything against the improvement of 
the Blackstaff, I have at all times done my best to have 
it improved. I have used my influence in that direc- 
tion. I believe the Blackstaff is a very great nuisance, 
and ought to be improved. 

3420. Are you a mill-owner on any of these streams ? 
— Yes ; I am a mill-owner on the Carsglen stream. 

3421. Is the water impregnated with sewage matter 
before it is used by you ?— -V ery little. It comes down 
from Mr. Girwood’s dye-works, and it is used by 
Messrs. Johnston, who have a weaving factory there. 
I do not think there is any sewage matter in it. 



3422. Has your influence been directed to the puri- 
fying, and not to the pollution, of the Blackstaff? — Yes. 

3423. Did you ever try to influence Mr. Montgomery 
in any way with regard to the removal of a board in 
front of premises in Donegall-place, of which I believe 
you are the landlord? — I never influenced Mr. Mont- 
gomery in the slightest degree. I never saw the plan 
until I saw it here to-day. The statement to which 
you refer is totally incorrect. 

3424. Mr. Exham. — Are there many houses now 
above your mill, between your mill and Mr. Girwood’s ? 
— There are. 

3425. Do you know whether the Corporation allow 
any of the sewage of those houses to go into your stream 
before it comes down to you? — I do not know. 

3426. Chairman. — Is the stream in a very polluted 
state in the summer season after it leaves your mill ? — 
No. 

3427. Is it in an unfit state for condensing purposes ? 
— No ; it is used by some forty concerns after it leaves 
us. In the most of these the water is boiled — the flax 

12 
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is boiled, so that it becomes somewhat worse every time 
it is used. The only cure ls to bring in an additional 
supply of water to save the town from the floods in 
the winter time, and store it up in the summer. 

3428. Does the overflow from the tank, which is 
the receptacle for the sewage, go into the stream 1 ? — Yes. 

3429. Mr. Carlisle. — What I meant to convey was 
that by doing the mill-owners influenced the Corpora- 
tion to prevent the purification of the Blackstaff. 

3430. Mr. Lawless. — That was what you meant 1 — 
Yes. 

3431. Chairman. — Have you made use of Mr. 
Cobain or been cognizant of any influence used by Mr. 
Cobain in municipal elections ? — Never ; I never in- 
fluenced or was influenced by him. 

3432. Mr. Lawless. — Did you ever use his influence 
or power? — No. 

3433. Nor availed yourself of it? — Never. 

3434. Mr. M‘Erlean. — I wish yon to put this ques- 
tion. Assuming this gentleman (the witness) to be a 
member of the Conservative Association, and that Mr. 
Cobain is also an active member of it, and that none 
but their nominees are returned as members of the 
Town Council — did he ever speak to Mr. Cobain upon 
the subject of elections. 

3435. Chairman (to witness). — Have you ever dis- 
cussed the subject of elections with Mr. Cobain? — I 
have had political talks with Mr. Cobain, but never 
any special conversation as to who should be brought 
forward as a candidate. 

3436. Has Mr. Cobain ever been a tool or agent of 
yours or of any of the members of the Corporation in 
municipal elections ? — Oh, never ; I do not believe that 
Mr. Cobaiu is capable of anything of the sort. 

3437. Mr. Exham. — What Mr. M‘Erlean wants to 
know is — did Mr. Cobain, to your knowledge, actively 
interfere in municipal elections by canvassing or other- 
wise? — I do not think he did. A long time ago I 
had a talk with Mr. Cobam about Parliamentary affairs 
and the like of that. 

3438. Chairman. — We want to know whether or 
not, to your knowledge and belief, Mr. Cobain, with the 
cognizance of members of the Town Council, ever took 
an active part in municipal elections? — Not that I 
know of. 

3439. Chairman (for Mr. M‘Erlean). — Are yon able 
to say that you never spoke to Mr. Cobain with refer- 
ence to municipal elections — to the management of 
municipal elections? — Never. 

3440. Has Mr. Cobain ever collected any money 
from you towards the Conservative Association for 
political purposes connected with the Town Council ? — 
I do not believe he has ever collected monej' from me 
with reference to that object. I do not remember ever 
giving him any money. 

3441. Chairman (for Mr. Rea) to witness. — Were 



you not a member of the Town Council for twenty-five 
years ? — I believe so. 

3442. Were you not one of the special respondents 
in the second information ? — Yes. 

3443. Chairman. — Are your and Alderman Car- 
lisle’s mills within the borough? — Yes. 

3444. Have they been at any time exempt from the 
police rate ? — Yes ; they are not exempt now. The 
outside part of the borough was not brought in to be 
lighted and watched for a long time and we were not 
taxed, but as soon as the Town Council thought it 
would pay to bring it in they did so. 

3445. When were they brought in? — I do not know; 
it is a long time ago, move than twenty years ago I 
think. At the time referred to our mill was in the 
eountiy ; now it is in the town. 

3446. Was there a motion made to bring them in ? 
— There was a motion made to extend what is called 
the lighted and watched area. 

3447. But it did not extend to your place beyond 
lighting ? — No. 

3448. Mr. Lawless. — When did you commence to 
pay the police rate ? — I do not recollect ; a very long 
time ago. 

3449. Was it more than ten years ago? — Yes. 

3450. Chairman (for Mr. M‘Erlean). — Did not the 
lighted and watched district of the town extend at the 
time you were not paying the police rates up to your 
mill 1 — I believe it did not. 

■ 3451. Was it close to it? — I do not know really 
where it was. 

3452. At the time your mill was so exempt, were 
you not a member of the Town Council ? — I was. 

3453. Was there any influence brought to bear by 
you upon your brother members of the Corporation to 
keep your mill outside the lighted and watched dis- 
trict ? — No. The mill at the time may be said to have 
been in the eountiy ; it was a long time ago. 

3454. Will you undertake to say that no parties 
further outside had to pay for lighting and watching ? 
I just recollect now, that the end of the lighted and 
watched district did not come near our mill at the 
time, because the mill-owners had erected lamps and 
they did not want it. 

3455. Before they took the matter into their own 
hands, had they to get the consent of the Town 
Council ? — I presume we had. The district was not 
lighted, because it would not pay to light us. It is 
twenty years ago and more. 

3456. Mr. M‘Erlean. — That means that the men in 
the Town Council got permission of themselves to do it. 

3457. Mr. Ewart {witness). — That application with 
regard to putting up these lamps was made to the gas- 
works, who had all the powers in their own hands, I 
believe, to open up the streets when it was wanted to 
put up lamps. 



Mr. William 



Mr. William Mullan examined. 



3458. Chairman. — Are you a member of the Cor- 
poration ? — Yes. I am senior alderman. 

3459. How long have you been a member ? — Since 
1855. 

3460. You are mentioned by Mr. Carlisle as a mill- 
owner who influenced the Corporation to prevent the 
purification of the Blackstaff? — I never used any 
influence directly or indirectly to prevent the puri- 
fication of the Blackstaff or its tributaries, but on the 
contrary when I had any opportunity of procuring its 
purification J did my utmost to have it done. 

3461. Hare you ever directly or indirectly taken 
any part through any officer of the Corporation (I 
name Mr. Cobam in particular) in influencing the 
municipal elections ? — Never. 

3462. Chairman (by Mr. Carlisle). — I want to 
know are you a director of the Brookfield Linen 
Company, Limited? — I am not now, but I was one of 
the directors. 

3463. Mr. Carlisle. — Is he aware that the Brook- 
field mill is the original polluter of the Pound Burn ? 



3464. Chairman. — In what way ? 

3465. Mr. Carlisle. — By their mills on both sides. 
Agnes-street factory is the worst, and also the bleach- 
works. I wish you would ask the names of the other 
directors. 

3466. Chairman (to witness). — Are you aware 
that the Brookfield Linen Company, Limited, by their 
mills are the principal polluters of this stream ? — I am 
not aware of it. 

3467. Doyou believe that they pollute the Pound Bum 
otherwise than by taking the water and boiling it and. 
sending it out again?— -That I believe is the only 
way. 

3468. Did the Brookfield Linen Company, when 
you were a member of it, send the sewage into the 
Pound Burn ? — I do not believe they did, except in 
the case of an overflow of the tank. 

3469. Mr. Exham. — Are you aware that there is 
a tank in the yard into which the sewage from the 
street higher up is conveyed? — What yard do yon 
refer to ? 
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3470. The yard of Hynes-street factory ? — I am not 
aware of it, nor do I believe it. Of course there is a 
tank, but I do not believe the sewage goes into it. 

3471. We have had it proved here this morning 
that the houses in Landscape-terrace were drained by 
a piped sewer which leads into a sewer of two feet 
square, and this discharges into the tank in the yard 
of the factory ? — I am not aware of that. It may be 
so ; it is three years since I was connected with the 
establishment. 

3472. While you were a member of the Brookfield 
Linen Company were you aware of the source from 
which the water came into the cooler 1 — I was not 
aware. 

3473. Was there any influence brought to bear by 
the company to preserve that old watercourse? — Not 
that I am aware of. 

3474. Chairman. — Were you aware from what 
source besides the Fairy Well stream the water to 
supply the mills of the Brookfield company was 
obtained ?— There are concerns owned by the Brook- 
field Liuen Company. The mill proper — Brookfield 
mill, Agues-street weaving factory, and another 
factory. 1 am aware of the fact that a very large 
pump or well was simk on the premises of the 
company for the purpose of supplying water to the 
factory. 

3475. Was that well to which you refer sunk at 
the expense of the owners of the place ? — Yes, at a 
great expense. 

3476. Did you derive a supply of pure water from 
that? — Yes, I believe so. 

3477. Can you say if that water was used for con- 
densing purposes ? — Yes, and after the water has been 
so used it may lie passed back again to the pump and 
re-used for steam purposes. 

3478. Would you, as a matter of choice, use sewage 
water or pure water ? — The water to be used for the 
purpose of getting up steam must be quite pme. I 
would much prefer cold water. 

3479. Mr. Lawless. — Is it only as a matter of 
necessity you would use sewage water ? — Yes ; fully 
three-fourths of the manufacturing places in the town 
of Belfast would be compelled to cease working if that 
kind of water to which you refer was not used. 

3480. Chairman. — Under existing circumstances is 
it a matter of necessity? — Yes. 

3481. How long has the Brookfield Linen Company 
been formed ? — It was formed as a limited liability 
company about tbe year 1S6G. 

3482. Mi-. Carlisle (to Chairman). — Will you ask 
Mr. Mullan for the names of the directors of the 
Brookfield Linen Company ? 

3483. Chairman (to Witness.) — Can you give us 
their names? — Yes; their names were, Mi-. Little, 
Mr. Horner, Mi-. Elliott, Mr. Jaffe, Mr. Smith, Mr. 
Biddel, Mr. Sinton, Mr. Carlisle, and myself. Messrs. 
Carlisle, Smith, Sinton, and I were directors. There 
was a statement made before you here about the 
existence of an ‘'inner circle,” or managers of the 
Corporation. Will you permit me now to say that I 
am not a member of any “ inner circle ” or managing 
party connected with the Corporation. I know of no 
such “inner circle” existing in the Belfast Corpo- 
ration, nor was I ever aware of it. 

3484. Witness. — Will you permit me to correct the 
names of the dii-ectors of the Brookfield Linen Com- 
pany. They were myself, Mr. Horner, Mr. Sinton, 
Mr. Elliott, Mr. Jaffd, Mr. Smith, and Alderman 
Carlisle was managing director. I was really puzzled 
as to what evidence had been given about the tank 
in Agnes-street. I have inquired ' and find that no 
sewer passes into the tank, and Alderman Carlisle 
will prove it. The supply from the tank has been 
long discontinued, and the water used for steam 
purposes is the water procured from the well on the 
premises. 

3485. Chairman (for Mr. Rea). — Did you vote for 
a salary for the first time to Mr. Lytle as mayor of 
£1,000, in his second year’s mayoralty? — I did. 



3486. Was that after Mr. Lytle had been for two Belfast. 
years in litigation with Mr. Bea? — I do not remember. Jan. e, 1877. 

3487. Were you the person who moved it ? — No, Mr -yvniiam 
sir, I was not, nor do I remember taking an active part Mullan. 

in that 

3488. Do you remember the ground on whicli it 
was voted ? — I do ; it was in the oi-dinary course of 
business. 

3489. Do you recollect that before the salary was 
voted Mr. Lytle complained that he was being ruined 
by the litigation that Mr. Bea was carrying on ? — I do 
not, and I believe he never did. 

3490. Do you recollect that some time after the 
salary was voted to Mr. Lytle he died in very poor 
circumstances ? — Mr. Lytle died, and I know some- 
thing of the circumstances, and I believe the whole 
statement is erroneous. 

3491. Do you know that before Mr. Lytle died, 
and before tbe salary was voted, be complained bitterly 
througli the town that the Lindsays had betrayed 
him, for that they had induced him to file an infor- 
mation to attack their opponent, and that a salary 
would never have been voted if a subscription had 
been raised? — I can say, sir, most distinctly, it is the 
first time I ever heard of a subscription being got up 
for such a purpose, and I know of no man who would 
more emphatically have repudiated any contribution 
of the kind than Alderman Lytle. ' I have been his 
friend, and we were boys and came to Belfast together 
fifty years ago. I never heard from him that he ex- 
pected any contribution to pay his expenses, and I 
know that his first year’s salary, the salary spoken of, 
was given fx-eety and voluntarily by him without 
solicitation towards the erection of the Albert Mem- 
orial which adorns this street here. 

3492. Was that salary voted to indemnify him for 
the expenses he had been put to? — Not in the slightest 
degree. 

3493. Do you know whether or not there was a 
subscription got up or tendered to Mr. Lytle? — I 
never beard of it. 

3494. Why didn’t Mr. Lytle get the £1,000 the 
first year when he was appointed mayor, and why did 
you vote for the £1,000 the second year after Mr. Lytle 
was put to these expenses by litigation? — I never heard 
it was on account of those expenses. 

3495. Was the question raised the first year ? — Not 
that I recollect. 

3496. Wluit was the gx-ound on which you voted 
for the salary when it was so many years in abeyance ? 

The question was discussed for a long time, and the 
members of the Corporation found that mayox-s were 
2 >aicl elsewhere, and it was considered by the majority 
of the Corporation that the mayor should not out of 
his own private purse pay expenses and outgoings 
which were for the benefit of the genex-al public. 

These were the gi-ounds. 

3497. Was the question mooted during the previous 
yeax-s ? — I cannot recollect, but I think it was mooted 
for a long time. 

3498. Was it ever put to a vote ? — No, never, ex- 
cept in the case of Sir William Gilliland J ohnston, 
tlxex-e was a vote when the Queen came here. 

3499. But why did they not vote a salary in 1872, 

1873, 1874, 1875, or 1876 during which years some 
of the expenses were far heavier than befoi*e that ? — 

The chief reason was that the general public disap- 
proved of it, and it was in deference more or less to 
public sentiments, and not because of any conviction 
that they hadn’t the power to do it, or that it was not 
a right thing to do xvnder the circumstances. 

3500. Was this salary not received by Alderman 
Lytle, Alderman M'Causland, and Councillor Fred- 
erick Harry Lewis ? — Yes, it was. 

3501. Had all these three persons been engaged in 
litigation with Mr. Bea?— Alderman Lewis was 
special respondent, and Alderman M'Causland was. 

3502. Do yon know of your own knowledge whether 
Noah Davis had actively intex-fered in the municipal 
electioxxs ? — I don’t know that. 
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Belfast. 3503. Do you recollect whether at the time the 
Ja n. «, 1877. tweuty whigs were brought into the Council, as men- 
_r~~ tioned in the evidence before the select Committee on 
ttnllan. '*** tlie Award Bill, it was with a view to their being 
instrumental in preventing the reimposition of the 
4s. Gd. rate on premises above the value of £80 1 — I 
don’t believe it, and I am perfectly satisfied that it is 
not true in fact 

3504. After this change in the political constitution 
of the Corporation, was there a meeting of the Council 
hi committee to consider the rating question 1 — I don’t 
recollect. 

3505. Do you recollect that instead of the 4s. Gd. 
rate being reimposed, a resolution was passed unani- 
mously by the Town Council in private that the 
Is. Gd. rate should be doubled ? — I don’t, and I don’t 
believe it. 

3506. Do you know of any practice of charging to 
the general purposes rate what should be charged to 
the differential police rate? — I do not know that, 
and I believe that the rates are properly struck with 
a right intention according to the Act and duly 
applied. 

3507. Mr. Lawless. — Have the Council relied on 
their want of funds to prevent improvements ? — The 
Council have relied partly on the want of funds, but 
chiefly on account of the difficulties in the way of 
abating that nuisance. When the Sanitary Act of 
1866 was passed, it gave the Corporation more powers, 
and the Corporation directed their attention to abate 
that nuisance, and Mr. Montgomery’s report was the 
result, and it will give you much more information 
than I can. That report was brought forward with 
an honest and sincere purpose to use every effort to 
abate that nuisance. In 1870 the Corporation applied 
for an Act, and they were compelled to withdraw it 
from pressure, and members of the Corporation — 
myself and others — had to pay the preliminary costs. 

350S. Chairman. — What was the purport of that 
Act ? — It was cliiefly to deal with the Blackstaff and 
other nuisances. It was withdrawn. 

3509. Was it thrown out upon Mr. Rea’s opposi- 
tion ? — I believe it was withdrawn in consequence of 
pressure from without, urging that the sum of money 
required in dealing with matters of so great moment 
was too large, and should not be incurred, aud would 
press too heavily on the ratepayers. The action that 
was taken in 1866 has been continued to the present 
day. One of the first tilings that was done was to 
consult the first engineer in London, and also Mr. 
Rawliuson, to assist Mr. Montgomery in dealing with 
a question of such magnitude. Every proposal that 
was brought forward in 1S66, and re-reported upon in 
1S70 and 1875, has been kept constantly before the 
attention of the Corporation, and the carrying out of 
that scheme has involved a cost of about £20,000 in- 
curred b} r the Corporation in carrying out those prin- 
ciples. I may mention that district drainage was one 
part of the scheme, and they resolved, when they could 
not get the powers they sought in the bill of 1870 to 
deal with such matters as the law enabled them to do, 
and go on -with the outer drainage. The outer drainage 
involved an area of about 3,332 acres on the Antrim 
side, and the portion on the county Down side involved 
an area of 440 acres. The low level drainage which 
has not been touched, owing to the great expense likely 
to be connected with it, and the difficulties of its out- 
flow, and other matters of that kind, has not been 
entered upon, nor has the intercepting high level 
sewer, but the whole works that have been going on 
from 1870 to the present time have been with a view 
to abate the Blackstaff nuisance, and to bring the 
whole system into one harmonious scheme with the 
drainage of Belfast, to put it into the most perfect 
form. 

3510. The following minute of proceedings of Council 
in committee, 5th January, 1861, asked for by Mr. 
Rea, was then read : — 

“ Moved by Colonel Bottomley, seconded by Alderman Ewart — 
1 That the Council approve of the proposition No. 7, that the present 



scale of rating should be abolished by the proposed Bill, and that in 
lieu thereof, a uniform poundage rate not exceeding 3s. in the pound 
should be levied upon all tenements within the lighted and watched 
districts of the borough.’ Carried unanimously.’’ 



3511. Chairman. — Do you remember that ? — Ire- 
collect when that took place. 

3512. Was that resolution confirmed at a public 
meeting of the Council 1 — I don’t know, but I know it 
is well understood that every resolution in committee 
requires to be continued in public by the council. 

3513. The following extract of meeting of Council 
in committee was next read : — 

“ oth January, 1864. Moved by Councillor Bell, seconded by 
Councillor Savage — * That instead of the proposition adopted by the 
Council on the Oth February, 1801, by which the solicitor was in- 
structed to submit to the arbitrators, that a uniform 8s. rate should 
be levied iu lieu of the present, scale, the solicitor be instructed to 
submit to Mr. Cardwell, that inasmuch as circumstances render it 
impossible for the Council to adduce evidence before the arbitrators 
in favour of the equalised scale, they are prepared to modify the 
above-mentioned resolution by consenting that tlie additional funds 
required for the purposes of Mr. Cardwell's award should be raised 
by an additional rate upon the present scale, but not on that pro- 
posed bj' Messrs. Bryden and Wyatt.’” 

“ Moved by Alderman J.indsny, seconded by Councillor Duffin, as 
an amendment — ‘That in tlie absence of a general measure to re- 
gulate the municipal affairs of the town, and the rate to be imposed 
for municipal purposes, the Council deem it expedient that the re- 
solution of the Ctli February, 1861, recommending tlie imposition of 
a uniform rate not exceeding 3s. in tlie pound, be mollified, anil 
that the solicitor, instead thereof, be authorized to propose to Mr. 
Cardwell, that the additional funds required for the purpose of Mr. 
Cardwell’s award be raised by a separate and uniform poundage 
rate not exceeding (id. in the pound.’ The meeting broke up without 
either the resolution orameudmentbeing put. Joan Lytle, mayor. " 



3514. Wits that resolution of 1S61 confirmed at the 
next public meeting of the Council ? — I have no re- 
collection. 

3515. The Town Solid for having produced theminute 
hook said — The only reference I- find to that resolution 
at the public meeting in February, 1801, is this — 



“ The town clerk read the report of tlie < 
January. — Moved by Alderman Lindsay, 
Ferguson — That the report now read be 
to a special meeting of tlie Council to 
next at twelve o’clock.” 





3516. Is it true that instructions were sent to the 
town solicitor then in London to act on the authority 
of that resolution passed only in committee? — I don’t 
know that, hut I would say that whatever was done 
was communicated to the solicitor. The solicitor knew 
what took place. 

3517. Do you know whether the passing of that 
resolution involved, as Mr. Rea suggests, a transfer of 
a quarter of a million of money from one class of rate- 
payer's to another? — I don’t know, but I am satisfied 
it never amounted to a tenth of tlie sum named. The 
differential rate was often discussed and condemned, 
but the lower rate is exceedingly small in comparison 
with the higher rate on the amount of the valuation on 
which it is levied. It is not more than one-tenth of 
the valuation upon which the higher rate is levied. 

3518. What would have been the result of that 
transfer to the artisan classes. I don’t think it would 
have been very much. The small property valuation 
compared with the higher class I don’t suppose is more 
than one-tenth. 

3519. W ould it not increase the taxation of the small 
householder's? — Of course it would. 

3520. And diminish the taxation of the richer 
people? — Well, of course it would to some extent. 

3521. Have you any recollection of an affidavit 
being ordered to be lodged from the Corporation for 
the arbitrators in London as a reason why the Is. Gd. 
rate should be made 3s. ? — I have no recollection of it, 
hut I have n'o doubt I could refresh my memory on 
the point. I have a distinct recollection of this, that 
during these proceedings it was incessantly urged that 
tire Corporation was exclusively partisan, and of one 
class of politics, and it was so frequently urged that 
the special respondents, the Conservative party, who 
were the great majority, had everything in their power, 
that by mutual consent and in order to meet excep- 
tional circumstances, and not by any private arrange- 
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ment for any corrupt purpose, it was agreed that twenty 
gentlemen, Liberals in the strictest sense, most respect- 
able gentlemen, shouldform, with twenty other members, 
the Corporation for the time being of Belfast. It 
was not with a corrupt view it was done, but to re- 
move an oft-repeated objection that was made. 

3522. Is it true, as alleged by Mr. Rea, that that 
arrangement with regard to the return of the Liberals 
was carried out by Noah Davis, and the other officer's of 
the Corporation, by the orders of the Corporation ? — It 
was not carried out in that way, but it was earned out 
with the full consent and approval of the gentlemen — 
Liberals — the most distinguished and honourable men 
assenting and consenting to take the places of those 
retiring. 

3523. From the time you became a member of the 
Corporation was there any arrangement made by you 
or other member's of the Corporation with your know- 
ledge, or to the best of your belief, that Noah Davis or 
any other officers should arrange the elections in the 
way referred to by Mr. Rea, or should arrange the 
elections at all 1 — There was not any such arrangement 
that I know of, and I believe no such arrangement was 
put into operation. I am perfectly satisfied that 
Noah Davis was never employed by the Corporation 
or by leading members of it to pack the Corporation 
in any way or form. 

3524. You were a member of the Corporation then ? 
— I was. 

3525. Do you believe, from the part you took in the 
affairs at that time, that the arrangement was carried out 
through the instrumentality of the officials of the 
Corporation, and with the cognizance and approval of 
the Corporation ? — No ; it was not, as far as I know, 
with their connivance or appi'oval, or at their in- 
stance. 

3520. Did you, or any individual member of the 
Corporation, ever instruct Davis to have these returns 
arranged in this way ? — I never did ; nor am I aware 
that any of the officer's of the Corporation were so em- 
ployed by any member of the Corporation, and I believe 
the arrangement was come to at a public meeting that 
was held in Belfast, to which both par-ties were invited. 
I am satisfied that it was the result of public opinion, 
and that these gentlemen accepted office with a view 
to a settlement of the Chancery difficulties, of which 
the entire public were thoroughly sick and disgusted. 

3527. Was Noah Davis then an officer of tire Cor- 
poration 1 — No ; I believe he was not. He was in the 
employment of the Conservative Society. 

3528. What was the year iu which that arrangement 
was made? — I think it was in 18G0. 

3529. Mr. Lawless. — Are you able to say how long 
they continued to he members of the Corporation ? — 
I cannot say. 

3530. Is it true that they resigned their seats soon 
after on the ground that the terms of the arrangement 
had not been carried out ? — I don’t recollect that. 

3531. Mr. Exham. — Did they resign their - seats ? — 
Well, I think some of them did ; but I understood that 
it was only a pro tern, arrangement with a view to a 
general settlement. 

3532. Mr. Lawless. — Was it soon after that some 
of those twenty men resigned ? — Well, it was possibly 
that year or soon after. 

3533. Were there any of them put out in a contest? 
— I think not, sir'. 

3534. Did they all resign ? — Oh no, sir. I was 
always considered to be one of tire party. Some of 
them stayed in. 



3535. Chairman (for Mr. Rea). — Is it true that Belfast. 

it was when this party were out, this business of the Jan. e, 1677. 
Mayor’s salary was first projected ? — They were not all „ .rr: 
out - Slullan! ^ 

3536. Was that compact existing in any form what- 
ever when the vote was passed for the Mayor’s salary ? 

— I find a large number of Liberals still remaining iu 
the year- 1865 — Mr. Charles Duffin, Mr. William 
Coates, Mr. Alexander Crawford, Sir Edward Coey, 
and some others. 

3537. Mr. Exham. — W as there any division on 
the question of the Mayor’s salary when it was intro- 
duced ? — I don’t recollect. The minute hook will 
tell that. 

3538. Chairman (for Mr. Rea).— Were you one of 
the Mayors who received the A’1,000 ? — I was, in 1866. 

3539. Mr. Exham. — Do you believe that Dr. 

Browne was given £300 a year for any improper 
motive ? — I do not. 

3540. Chairman (for Mr. Rea). — Do you know 
that the increase of the lower rates has very much 
deterred builder's from building small Ironses for the 
artisans ? — I don’t know that, and I don’t believe it. 

3541. Are you aware that there is a project before 
the Corporation to build houses for artisans, that 
were formerly built by building speculators 1 — There 
is a proposition before the Council with a view to 
carry out the Artisans’ Dwellings Act. 

3542. Do you know that whenever the conduct of the 
rate collectors was impeached, it was always stated in 
their behalf that the collector's could not have done 
better, and that the disfranchisement of voters was 
attributed to the fault of tire parties themselves ? — I 
don’t know. 

3543. Are you aware of the fact that the rates are 
now so well collected that there are only fifteen or 
twenty disfranchised where formerly there were 500 
or 1,000? — I believe they have been stimulated very 
much by the finance committee to collect the rates, 
and that they make every effort. 

3544. Were the Corporation as desirous from 1842 
to 1865 to collect the rates as they have been since? 

— I believe they were. 

3545. Were the rules for the collectors passed in 
1868?— Yes. 

3546. Were there any similar rules previous to 
1868? — I am not sure that there were. 

3547. Were there not any by-laws prescribing the 
duties of collector's before 1868 ? — I think they were 
enlarged and corrected to suit the circumstances of 
the case. 

3548. Were the rate collector's remiss in collecting 
the rates with the approval of the Corporation ? — So 
far as I know, they were not. I was not a member of 
the finance committee. 

Questions suggested by Mr. M‘Erlean. 

3549. Chairman. — Is the Corporation divided’ into 
two parties now? — It is not. 

3550. Are all the officers of the Corporation mem- 
bers of the Conservative Society 1 — Not that I am 
aware of. I have never subscribed to that society, 
and I am sure other members of th6 Corporation, such 
as Mr. Hughes, Mr. Cowan, and Mr. John G-reenhill 
have never contributed one farthing. 

3551. Is any money that is subscribed to the Con- 
servative Society used to promote the election of mem- 
bers of the Corporation?— No, not that I know of. 



January 9, 1877. 

3£‘Erlean, solicitor, made an application 3553. Chairman. — That forms no portion of our 
to the Chairman that the town solicitor should be inquiry. However, we will take a note of your 
asked to produce two resolutions of the Council in application, and if the Select Committee desireitthey 
conmntteeby which the town clerk was directed to write can order it. We cannot do so, however, 
to the members for the borough to urge them to oppose 
the Bill introduced for the assimilation of the franchise. 
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Mr. E. S. W. De Cobain, borough cashier, was then re-examined. 



Jan. 9, 1877. 3554 . Chairman. — I want to ask you a few questions 

Mr. E. S. W. upon the evidence which you gave. You said you 
De Cobain. had never received any instructions from the Council, 
or any section of the Council, in reference to political 
matters. Do you adhere to that 1 — Yes, I still affirm 
that. 

3555. Did you ever receive instructions to take 
part in political mattei-s ? — No. 

3556. Have you ever, or has any official, to your 
knowledge, ever nominated any alderman as town 
councillor? — I have never done so, and I am not 
aware of any others having done so. 

3557. Have you taken part as a member of the 
committee of St. Anne’s Ward with reference to the 
election of Sir John Savage or Mr. Hamill? — No; 
I never was present at any committee meeting in re- 
ference to Sir John Savage’s election, nor was I a 
member of St. Anne’s Ward committee. 

3558. Do you reside in St. Anne’s Ward 1 — No, I 
reside in Cromac Ward. 

3559. Have you ever taken any paid) in any com- 
mittee meeting of any ward except the one you reside 
in ? — Oh, yes ; I have been present at the meetings of 
Dock Ward committee when resident in that part of 
the town. 

3560. Have you canvassed for the return of mem- 
bers to the Town Council? — Yes. 

3561. In any ward except that in which you are 
resident? — I have not canvassed in the ward in which 
I am resident, but I did in Dock Ward some years ago. 

3562. In any other ? — No, notin any other. I was 
resident in Dock Ward then, and have property in it. 

3563. Since you ceased to be resident there, have 
you taken any part in municipal elections ? — No. 

3564. Did you, while you were an officer of the 
Corporation, take part in the elections for Dock 
Ward ? — Yes, I did ; but I was going on to say that 
my position did not contribute to my political influence. 

3565. Did yon ever, in conjunction with Mr. Noah 
Davis or any of the collectors, obtain lists of the wards 
for the purpose of facilitating a canvass of them ? — The 
canvassing lists were prepared in the committees of 
the various organizations, whether Liberal or Conser- 
vative, and any citizen who wished to promote the 
candidature of any gentleman who was seeking a seat 
could obtain canvassing lists in those rooms. 

3566. Were those lists made out by you or the 
collectors ? — Certainly not. 

3567. Or by any officials of the Corporation? — 
Certainly not. 

3568. Did you, in your position as an official, 
obtain them ? — No, certainly not. 

3569. Have you ever collected money in any shape 
nr form from members of the Corporation, or from any 
brother officials, for the purpose of promoting the 
interests of the candidates whom you favoured at the 
municipal elections? — Certainly not. 

3570. Or in any way been a party to paying the 
expenses of these elections? — No, not in any form. 

3571. Were you in court yesterday when Sir John 

Savage stated that Mr. Gaffikin was the gentleman 
from whom he heard the matters which he stated — 
viz., that you said you had been instrumental in pro- 
moting his return, and that you thought it ungrateful 
in him to oppose your increase of salary ? Can you 
undertake to say whether that is the case? — I can 
undertake to say that at the time of the alleged con- 
versation between Mr. Gaffikin and Sir John Savage, 
owing to a misapprehension on the part of Mr. 
Gaffikin that I was opposed to his election, he was not 
then on speaking terms with me, and the feeling of 
coldness between Mr. Gaffikin and myself was aug- 
mented by the fact that several scurrilous communi- 
cations were published in the Whig newspaper 

3572. Wed, we need not go into that. What I 
want to know is the fact whether you held any con- 
versation with Mr. Gaffikin on the subject? — I did 
not in any way, directly or indirectly. 



3573. Did you not speak to him with reference to 
the question of your salary or Sir John Savage’s state- 
ment ? — Never. 

3574. Did you ever state to anybody that you 
returned Sir John Savage or caused him to be re- 
turned ? — I now state most emphatically that I had no 
such conversation with Mr. Gaffikin or any other person. 

3575. Or any other person? — No, nor have I ever 
used language capable of such interpretation. The 
whole thing is a fabrication. 

3576. Have you ever directly or indirectly had it 
suggested to you to take, or have you taken, part in the 
municipal elections under suggestions or directions of 
any members of the Corporation? — Never. 

3577. Have you been the instrument of any section 

or members of the Corporation in promoting the 
candidature of one Town Councillor over another ? — 
Not in the slightest degree. I have far too much 
self respect to allow myself to be made a political tool 
of by any member of the Corporation. > 

3578. Have you canvassed individual members of 
the Council to vote for an increase of your salary? — 
Well, 1 have spoken to members of the Corporation 
on that subject. 

3579. Have you in any way or at any time grounded 
those applications for increases of salary upon the basis 
that you rendered political services? — Never; and I 
would scorn to do so. 

3580. Have you based your application on any 
other ground than the increased duties of your office? 
— Never. 

3581. Mr. Lawless. — Was the Conservative society 
of which you are a member confined to any particular 
ward ? — No, it was general. 

3582. And, therefore, the exertions of the active 
members of it would naturally diverge into any ward? — 
Well, no ; the operation of the organization is such that 
each ward has a committee, and the action of the mem- 
bers of committee would apply to the ward in which 
they were immediately situated. 

3583. Were you on the committee for any ward? — 
I was a member of the committee of Dock Ward, and 
subsequently of Cromac Ward. 

3584. When you were resident in Dock Ward were 
you a member of the committee ? — Yes. 

3585. Were the duties deputed to you as a member 
of the committee to be exercised within that ward? — 
Well, they were not in any way duties. 

3586. Did you exercise political influence in your 
individual capacity only as a member of society and a 
citizen, or did you exercise whatever influence you could 
as a member of the committee for yoiu' ward ? — I have 
stated that I exercised the privilege of a citizen, but 
I think it would be inaccurate to say that I exercised 
it in a political or partisan sense. 

3587. Did you exercise it with reference to the 
return of members to the municipal body ? — Yes ; I 
have supported the candidature of gentlemen irre- 
spective of political or religious feeling. 

3588. Have you canvassed for some members of the 
Corporation as against others ? — Y es. 

3589. Do yon say you did that only in your 
exercise of your privileges as a citizen ? — Yes. 

3590. Was it not well known that you were an 
officer of the Corporation ? — Yes ; but I conceive that 
that does not preclude the rights of citizenship. 

3591. But yon could not divest yourself of the fact 
of your being an officer? — Well, a man has two iden- 
tities. 

3592. But he generally carries both about with him ? 
— Well, I never conceived that I was precluded from 
the exercise of my rights. 

3593. This action was brought against you in No- 
vember, 1874. I don’t find in the report of the case 
that the receipt that was produced here, signed by 
Larmour, to Mr. William John Johnston, was pro- 
duced ? — It was produced in court, but the fact is not 
reported in the papers. 
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3594. Was not your defence that you hadn’t con- 
t noted to pay him 1 — That is perfectly true ; but this 
document was produced in court as collateral proof 
that the man was paid by the society. 

3595. I cannot accept that statement ; am I 
ri<rht in inking that report of the newspapers to be 
correct that Mr. Larmour’s civil bill was dismissed 
■without prejudice '? — That is not my understanding of 
the case. It is reported in the Ulster Examiner. 

3596. It is reported in the Whig that his Worship 
dismissed the case -without prejudice, and that leaves 
to the plaintiff in the case the right to bring another 
action if he pleases. That could not be the case if the 
receipt had been produced. That is, as I conceive, an 
interpretation of law. 

3597. If it was not produced in answer to his demand 
there, why is it produced by you here ? — It was pro- 
duced in court, and the solicitor can prove it. 

359S. Mi - . Exiiam. — I assure you that if this report 
in the papers be accepted as correct, any lawyer would 
say that the trial proceeded on the assumption that he 
brought the action against the wrong man ; and I may 
further add that if the receipt had been produced at the 
trial it would have been marked by the officer oftkecourt. 

3599. Mr. Lawless. — W as it known to the Cor- 
poration that you took a part in municipal elections ? — 
I presume so ; I have no reason to infer otherwise. 

3600. Mr. Exham. — H ave you a doubt on the sub- 
ject ? — 1 have not the slightest doubt. 

3601. Then why do you not say so ? It is a cui’ious 
answer to say, “ I presume so,” when the next moment 
you say you have not the slightest doubt of the fact. 

3602. Mr. Lawless. — Y ou stated on the day you 
were first examined that for the last two or three years 
you didn’t take as active a pai - t as formerly. Is that so ? 

Yes ; I stated the other day thatfor tlielost three years 
or so I had not been as constant an attendant at ward 
meetings as before, and that arose rather from a change 
of taste than from any abnegation of civil rights. 

3603. It does, however, tally with the proceeding be- 
fore the assistant barrister? — Well, the case took place 
at the time tliatl was notactingactively with any society. 

3604. Chairman. — D o you mean that you ceased 
previous to or after the action? — I mean previous to. 

3605. Mr. Exham. — H ow long previous? When was 
the election of Councillors after which you ceased to take 
au active part ? — I cannot recollect how long it is since. 

3606. Mr. Lawless. — A re you able to say whether 
you took any pail; in the preparations for the election 
of November, 1874? — No; I believe not. 

3607. Are you quite certain? — Well, I am almost 
morally certain that I did not. 

3608. Mr. Exham. — D id you in 1873? — I cannot 
charge my recollection. 

3609. Chairman (handing newspaper). — Is that 
correct? — I presume so. 

3610. Mr. Lawless. — D id you pay the costs of that 
process before the chairman ? — I did not ; because the 
professional gentleman declined to accept a fee. 

3611. Was the solicitor an officer of the Corporation? 
— N o. It was Mr. M‘Lean, the sessional crown solicitor. 

3612. Is he the Mr. M'Lean who receives the salary 
from the Corporation? — No ; certainly not; he is the 
father of that gentleman. 

3613. Mr. Exham. — W ere you present at any 
ward meeting when there was more than one candi- 
date nominated? — Very likely. 

3614. Did you take partin voting for one candidate 
against another ? — I cannot charge my recollection of 
having done so ; but I am sure if I was present and 
if a vote arose or occasion for it, I would exercise my 
tight, but I cannot charge my recollection. 

3615. Didyouever nominateorsecondtiienomination 
of a candidate yourself? — That I most positively deny. 

3616. Do you recollect the occasion on which Mr. 
John Harnill was nominated ? — Yes ; I do. 

3617. How many members were present at that 
meeting ? — I could not say. 

3618. Mr. Larmour said that there were five ; was 
he right? — I cannot recollect; I think there were a 
considerable number present. 



3619. Do you recollect the fact of a division taking iski, 
place, some being for Mr. Harnill and some against Jan . » 
him ? — I believe I was not present at the time the j. - 
division took place. The man who proposed Mr. x)e Col 
Harnill was in court on Saturday last to give evidence. 

3620. Were you present? — I was present ; but not 
being a member of St. Anne’s Wai - d Committee, I had no 
right to take part in the consideration of that question. 

3621. Why were you present if you were not en- 
titled to be there as a member of the committee ? — I 
was thei - e d\u - ing the evening. 

3622. Did you interfere toget officerspaid fortheirser- 
vices in that society? — I don’t apprehend your question. 

3623. Do you not know that persons were employed 
to canvass by the society ? — I know of no such case. 

3624. What was the £47 paid to Larmour for ? — 

He was an inspector. 

3625. Have you ever used your influence to get in- 
spectors paid ? — Yes ; the influence of a member of the 
committee like another. 

3626. Have you been present when Larmour came 
in and gave returns of his canvassing? — I never 
recollect being present when he gave returns. 

3627. Were you present when any other men gave 
them in? — Well, each ward had a separate committee, 
and he belonged to Anne’s Ward, and I belonged to 
Dock Ward. 

3628. How often did the committee of your own 
ward meet ? — The meetings were only exceptional and 
occasional. 

3629. Were you present when the canvassing lists 
were brought in from your own ward ? — It was not 
customary to do so. 

3630. It was stated that some town councillors knew 
that yon were in the habit of interfering with elections. 

Ts that so ? — Yes. 

3631. Do you recollect when Mr. Dinnen moved 
his resolution ? — Perfectly well. 

3632. Do you recollect that it was said then that it 
was not a fact that any of the officers interfered with 
the municipal elections, and that that was the i - eason 
it was not passed ? — I was not present, but I think that 
was the ground on which it .was decided to negative it. 

3633. Mr. Lawless. — H ow can you tell when you 
were not present? — Well, from the newspaper reports. 

3634. Air. Exham. — I s it a fact that your solicitor 
objected to a question before the Recorder as being im- 
pertinent ? — The question was as to whether I had 
nominated candidates for the Town Council. ■ 

3635. Mr. M'Erlean asked this question before the 
chairman — “ Have you, as a matter of fact, taken pail; 
in the nomination of members of the Town Council?” and 
the answer you gave was, “ Not as an officer of the Cor- 
poration, but as a citizen I have”? — I am not disposed 
to accept the statement in the newspapers as correct. 

3636. Is that a correct report? — Well, it conveys 
an incorrect impression. 

3637. Did you swear that, or did you not ? — I have 
no recollection of swearing it. If the question was put 
in this form — “Had I been present at the nomination,” 
■unquestionably I would say I was present, not in my 
official capacity, but as a citizen. If it implies that I had 
myself nominated, I would give that a decided negative. 

3638. There can be no mistake as to the question 
put ? — But there can be a question as to the accuracy 
of the report. 

3639. Do you undertake to say that the report is 
untrue ? — It is an exceedingly difficult thing at the 
lapse of three years to say whether a newspaper report 
of a trial is correct, and I would not feel myself bound 
to state whether it is an accurate report or not. 

3640. I am not saying whether you arc bound or 
not? — Well, I think from the bearing of that answer 
as you have read it, I never gave it, and therefore the 
report is, I think, inaccurate in that particular. It 
conveys a wrong sense altogether. 

3641. The answer is “Not as an official, but as a 
citizen I have”? — Well, 1 have given my answer, and 
I cannot make it clearer. 

3642. Chairman. — If you were asked whether you 
had yourself nominated or taken an active part in pro- 

Y 
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moting the nomination of any one, what would your 
answer he ? — My answer would be a negative to that, 
because neither as an officer nor citizen did I do so. 

3643. Then am I to understand that the extent of 
your interference has been voting and being present at 
the committee meetings, and canvassing in your parti- 
cular ward ? — Yes. 

3644. Have you neither nominated nor taken an 
active part in nominating? — No; but I consider it 
perfectly lawful for me to do so, if I please. 

3645. WasLannour connected with your ward? — No. 

3646. Did you interfere on his behalf or otherwise ? 
— Allow me to explain. This man Lannour was an 
agent of the society which had various ramifications. 
It had committees for various wards, and he was agent 
for St. Anne’s Ward, and I was member of committee 
for another ward, but the organization is all one. As 
a member of the committee and a member of the 
organization I advocated this man’s payment as well 
as the others. 

3647. Here is your lettei-, you say — “ While you 
were an inspector for the Conservative Society I did 
all in my power to have your seivices recognised in 
the most liberal way ” ? — That is true. 

3648. Then you did use your influence to get that 
man paid ? — Yes ; unquestionably. 

36.49. Questions suggested by Mr. M‘Urlean . — Is 
that a copy of the rules of the Ulster Conservative 
Association 1 — I presume so. 

3650. Do you know what has become of the books 
of that association ? — No ; I have not the slightest idea. 

3651. Chairman (handing rules). — Have you ever 
seen that document before ? — I don’t recollect. 

3652. Mr. Exham. — Do you know James Connor, 
the inspector ? — Yes. 

3653. Was he an inspector for Dock Ward? — Yes. 

3654. Were you on the committee when he was 
inspector? — Yes. 

3655. Were there members of the Corporation on 
that committee ? — I presume so. 

3656. Look at that document now and see if there 
were ? — Well this is the committeo for 1S69, and my 
memory is not so capacious as to recollect. I don’t 
t h i nk any man living could recollect what was done 
seven years ago. 

3657. Chairman. — Were there members of the 
Corporation on it seven years ago ? — Yes ; it appears so. 

3658. Mi'. Exham. — The tenth rule of this society, 
the Ulster Conservative Registration Association, says — 
“The entire management of the parliamentary and 
municipal revision of the borough of Belfast, and all 
matters appertaining thereto, shall be left to the execu- 
tive committee aforesaid, who shall be at liberty to 
pay the solicitor, the inspectors, and others casually 
employed by them, such salary or salaries as shall be 
stipulated by agreement. ” Do you know that rule ? — 
I have no recollection of that rule. That society was 
not long in existence. 

3659. How long was it in existence ? — I think only 
for six or eight months, and I was not certain until 
I saw that document there now, that I was on the 
committee. 

3660. And do you see that the seventh rule is — “ The 
committee of each of the wards shall have the nomina- 
tion of candidates for the offices of Town Councillors, 
Harbour Commissioners, Water Commissioners, and 
any other public body in the borough ” 1 — That is a 
provision of all such organizations. 

3661. Was there any other society that took its place 
afterwards of a similar character? — Oh, yes, there was. 

3662. And does that continue still ? — Well, there 
was another succeeded it, and there was another suc- 
ceeded it again. 

3663. All with the same object ? — Yes. 

3664. Chairman; — And the same rules? — Well, I 
am not aware, but party organizations have party rules. 

3665. There is another rule. “ The committee of 
each of the wards shall have the nomination of candi- 
dates for the offices of Town Councillors, Harbour 
Commissioners, Water Commissioners, and any other 
public body in the borough.” Now, what I want to 



know is whether the association that succeeded it had 
that same rule, viz., that the nomination of candidates 
for the Corporation should be in the hands of the 
committee? — Well, I must admit that although a 
member of the Conservative organization, I am not 
conversant with the rules of it. I don’t recollect 
whether there is a rule similar in character to that 
in the organizations after that. 

3666. You said you were a member of committee 
for Dock Ward, and if so you must have taken an 
active part in the elections ? — Well, in reply to the 
question put by Mi-. Exham, I wanted to convey 
the idea that I was present at meetings where such 
nominations took place, but what I wanted to guard 
myself against was, that I had as an individual nomi- 
nated any individual. 

3667. But you went much further and said that 
you didn’t take part in the nominations? — Well I 
presume if you are present at a meeting in which a 
gentleman is nominated, in that sense, I would be a 
consenting party. 

366S. hli-. Exham. — Do you see 'that by the rule 
the nomination is adopted by a limited number, that is, 
the committee of each ward, who shall have the nomi- 
nation of candidates for the offices of Town Council- 
lors, Harbour Commissioners, Water Commissioners, 
and other public bodies, and then the allegation is 
that the whole society is pledged to the candidate 
selected by the committee f— Well, from my present 
recollection of the rules, now I believe they are not 
similar in character to that, and I believe that all 
candidates are to be submitted to a public meeting of 
the burgesses called by advertisement. 

3669. Mr. Lawless. — By whom do you say the 
names are to be adopted? — By a meeting of the 
burgesses. 

3670. By whom are they selected? — Well, it is 
competent for any ratepayer to propose a gentleman, 
and the party so proposed can be brought forward. 

3671. You say that the names of persons who are 
first selected, are submitted for approval to the whole 
meeting. By whom are they really selected ? — I have 
conveyed a wrong impression. 

3672. I am afraid you have conveyed a good many 
wrong impressions?— Well, I’ll decline to answer 
further questions if there are any inferential obser- 
vations of that kind made. They are very hurtful. 

3673. I have given you every opportunity of explain- 
ing your answers ? — Well, I don’t mean to say that the 
candidates selected are selected by a certain coterie. 

3674. Chairman. — What I want to understand is, 
whether or not you are a member of a committee 
which has such a rule as that?— Certainly not. Every 
gentleman who is nominated is nominated in a public 
meeting of ratepayers where every ratepayer has a 
right to be present. 

3675. Mr. E xham . — Recollect that you told me a 
little ago it was a meeting of the committee at which 
J ohn Hamill was selected ? — I am speaking as to the- 
present. 

3676. How can you speak of the present when you 
have told us you have not interfered for the last three 
years ? — I speak of the constitution of the Conserva- 
tive Association. 

3677. I am requested to ask if you took the chair 
at any meeting of burgesses during the last year ? — 
No ; certainly not. 

3678. Did you take the chair at a meeting in Cro- 
mao Ward in March last? — That might be; but not 
for municipal purposes. 

3679. What was the object of the meeting? — 
Well, I cannot recollect at all. 

3680. Do you mean to say that you took the chair 
at a meeting in Cromac Ward last year, and that you 
cannot recollect the object of it? — Well, the object of 
the meeting was twofold, and I think one of them was 
the enlargement of the committee — of adding names to 
the Conservative committee for the ward, and I believe 
it was an adjourned meeting, at which names of 
certain gentlemen came up, who were nominated as 
poor law guardians. 
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3631. Mr. Lawless. — Was that the second object? 
—Yes. 

3682. Chairman. — I understand that this rale, or 
something like it, is a rule with the present Conserva- 
tive Association, is it not ? — My own impression is 
that the present rule is not so stringent as that. 

3683. Is it, or is it not, the case, that although of 
course it is open to the public to go to the genera! 
meeting of the burgesses, certain names are brought 
forward as candidates for the Town Council or for 
municipal offices at a public meeting, which names 
have been previously selected by the committees ? — 
That is not the course of procedure. They are not 
previously selected by the committee, for the names 
are submitted at a general meeting of burgesses. 

3681. By whom f— By the ratepayers. 

3685. But not by the committee ? — No, sir. 

36S6. Then what is the. meaning of the fact, that 
certain names are proposed and seconded in committee 
as candidates for the Town Council — you said you 
went away on one occasion before the voting took 
place? — Yes ; I left before the voting took place, but 
I was not a ratepayer or burgess for St. Anne’s "Ward. 

3687. But is not the inference to be derived from 
that, that the candidates are nominated at a committee 
meeting, as a preliminary to their being adopted by 
the ratepayers? — T understood that to be a meeting of 
the burgesses of St Anne’s Ward. 

3688. Mr. Exham. — Well, I understood that it was 
a meeting of the committee, and that you had no right 
to take part as you were not a burgess for the ward. 

3689. Chairman. — Well now, before these ward 
meetings are called by public advertisement, is not 
there a private meeting at which it is arranged as to 
the candidates to be put forward? — Not that I am 
aware of. 

3690. What was done at the meeting of which you 
were chairman? Did you speak? — Oh, yes. 

3691. In favour of what?— I think I chiefly put 
the resolutions that came before us. 

3692. What were the ward committees for ? Were 
they to have no voice in the selection of candidates ? 
— They are for controlling generally the oi'ganization so 
far as each ward is concerned. 

3693. And not for selecting candidates ? — No ; 
certainly not. By the way, I made a statement the 
other day which I find by refreshing my recollection, 
was too general in its character. It was that no mem- 
her of the Council had ever spoken to me with a view 
of influencing me in his favour, and I have to qualify 
that, by stating that Mr. Robert Carlisle called upon 
me in my office, and endeavoured to enlist my sym- 
pathies on behalf of his candidature for St. Anne’s 
Ward. He adverted to the fact of the friendly feeling 
that he entertained to me as a member of the Council, 
and his disposition to see the officers well paid, and 
hoped that I would not oppose him in St. Anne’s 
Ward. I told that person when he called upon me, 
that not being a burgess of Anne’s Ward of course any 
influence I had would not lie in that way, and as a 
public officer I did not consider it right that I should 
mix myself up with a contest between himself ' and Sir 
John Savage ; nor did I do so. 

3694. Mr. Exham. — I must say, I do not think Mr. 
Cobain has any right to speak of Mr. Carlisle as he 
has done, calling him that person. 

3695. hli’. M'Eiiean suggested a certain question, to 
show (he said) Larmour’s veracity although contradicted. 

3696. Mr. Gobain . — I wish to know if the evidence 
that is given here is of a voluntary character. 

3697. Chairman. — Oh, certainly, you can decline 
to answer any questions? — Well all I wish to say is 
this, that as use has been taken by cross-examination or 
by inuendo of conveying reflections on some of tbe most 
eminent citizens of Belfast, I’ll decline to answer any 
question put outside the Commissioners. 

3698. Oh, no, it is for the Commissioners to decide 
whether any suggested questions can he put. 

1 3699. Mr. Cobain . — Arid it is for the witness to 
consider whether he shall answer or not. 



3700. Chairman. — Yes, at his own risk. Belfast. 

3701. Mr. Cobain. — Well, I don’t apprehend much Jult - ». M77. 

risk - Mr. E. S. W. 

3702. Mr. Exham. — Were you ever a member of Ee Cobain, 
the Belfast Working Men’s Conservative Association ? 

— Yes, I was. 

3703. As that is so, I will ask the question that 
Mr. M‘Erlean desires us to ask. Do you see that 
second rale (handing copy of rules of above associa- 
tion)? — Yes. 

3704. Was Larmour telling the truth when he said 
that the second rule was one of the rules of the 
association? — I don’t recollect at all. 

3705. Mr. Lawless. — Is that the rule of the Belfast 
Working Men’s Conservative Registration Society — 
read it? — 

“Rule 2nd. — That the association be composed of the Con- 
servative electors of the borough of Belfast, whose object it will be 
to return to the Imperial Parliament men, who will honestly 
represent their Orange anil Protestant principles; and likewise 
elect to the vacancies in the various public Boards men who in 
matters of taxation and local improvements, as well as politically, 
will truly represent their views." — 

I don’t recollect at all. 

3706. Is that the rule of the Belfast Working 
Men’s Conservative Registration Society? — I believe 
it is. And I should like the Commissioners to fully 
understand that I don’t feel the slightest trepidation 
in making the avowal, that I was a member of the 
association. I was a member of tbe Conservative 
party. I am a member of the Conservative party, 
and I mean to be so. I liave exercised my rights of 
citizenship, and I mean to do so. When I was 
appointed officer of the Corporation, I don’t believe 
that any member’s of the Corporation knew what my 
political feelings were. I was a mere youth at the 
time. I believe that so far from my connexion with a 
political party having assisted me, it most unquestion- 
ably hindered me from bettering my position, and I 
state this emphatically, that the members of the 
Corporation from whom I politically differ were 
among those who most generously rewarded me. I 
have a number of witnesses to examine to corroborate 
what I liave stated before you. 

3707. The Chairman said the Commissioners did not 
consider it necessary to prolong tlris part of the 
inquiiy any further, but they would take an note that 

’ an application had been made by Mr. Cobain to 
examine witnesses. 

3708. Mr-. Robert Carlisle having requested per- 
mission to reply to Mr. Cobain, said — The witness 
has said that at the time I was opposing Sir J olur 
Savage, for the aldermanship of St. Anne's Ward, 

I called upon him in his office and requested his in- 
fluence on my behalf. I did call upon him, for I 
understood that he was canvassing against me, and 
giving his influence against me at the election. I 
cautioned him against doing so, and told him, that 
I expected from him, that he would not interfere in 
the matter. That was the entire purport of the con- 
versation. I was informed by a voter of the ward 
that he had done so. 

3709. Chairman. — Did you ask him to support you 
because yon were an advocate for paying tbe officers 
well ? — No ; and instead of that I bad really voted 
against the rise of salary in the meantime. 

3710. Or anything to that effect ? — Nothing at alL 

3711. Did you solicit his vote and support at the 
election ?— No, I did not, for he was not in the ward 
at all. 

3712. Mr. Cobain . — I give the statement the most 
unqualified contradition. 

3713. Chairman. — You must not say that. It is 
most improper. 

3714. Mr’. Exham. — ItwouldsavetimeifMr. Cobain 
would listen to tbe whole evidence against him, and 
when it is over say — I give the most unqualified contra- 
diction to everything that is said against me by every- 

3715. Mr. Carlisle, referring to the resolution moved 

Y 2 
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5tr E s W brought forward was on account of Mr. Cobain attending 3716. Mr. Exham. — Do you mean to say that that 
lMCobain. ' in Dublin for the purpose of voting against Mr. John- was publicly mentioned in the Town Council as a 
ston of Ballykilbeg, in the Grand Orange Lodge. And reason for the resolution 1 — It was. ■ 



Mr. Charles Noah Davis examined. 



3717. Chairman. — Are you one of the rate collec- 
tors of the Corporation! — Yes, since 1868. 

37 1 S. At the time that what is known as the Award 
Bill was before the committee of the House of Com- 
mons, did you, as collector, receive any instructions 
from the Corporation ?— I was not a collector then, but 
I acted for the Conservative party as general secretary. 

3719. Were you then agent for the Conservative 
party 1 — Well, I cannot say that I was agent. I carried 
on an extensive business in Castle-place, as a fur 
manufacturer. I also had a carpet business up to 1867, 
and a general drapery establishment in a small way. 

3720. Was any arrangement come to in 1864 by 
which the constitution or political complexion of the 
Corporation was changed ? — Yes. 

3721. Was that arrangement earned out by your 
instrumentality ? — Well, I did act for the Conserva- 
tive party. It was my duty to call public meetings, 
and petitions were got up. The entire town was in- 
dignant at the state of affairs and unreservedly both 
Liberals and Conservatives were determined that such a 
state of things should not continue to exist as this chan- 
eery suit, and they tried to get a settlement through 
Parliament, and gentlemen were then nominated to go 
into the Town Council and accordingly that was car- 
ried out. 

3722. Did you take an active part, under the in- 
structions of the chief members of the Town Council in 
carrying out an arrangement by which the political 
complexion of the Corporation was to be changed ? — 
To the best of my knowledge or belief I never had any 
communication with the Town Council on the subject. 

3723. In what capacity did you act! — As an inde- 
pendent citizen. 

37 24. A member of the association ? — Yes. 

3725. Since you have been collector for the borough 
have you availed yourself of your position as rate col- 
lector to strike off or not return the names to the 
town clerk of persons who were qualified to vote ? — I 
never was guilty of such an action in my life. 

3726. Have you ever failed to return any parties 
on the burgess roll who paid their rates'? — Never. 

3727. Have you ever abstained from applying for 
rates to parties with a view of disfranchising them ? 
— Never, and in proof of that if you have a tabular 
statement you will find that after checking off deaths, 
and miscellaneous parties who appeal - on the town 
clerk’s lists that in eight years in this large and exten- 
sive ward — St. George’s Ward — only fifty-one were 
disfranchised. 

3728. Mr. Dinnen said this to us. “I may 
tell you that the rate collectors have in then - own 
hands the returning of the different people who are 
entitled to be on the burgess roll, and I may tell you 
that one of the rate collectors was a notorious political 
agent before he was appointed and continues up to the 
present time, and he is also the Deputy Grand Master 
of an Orange Lodge.” I asked who was that and he 
said it was Noah Davis ; well now I want to know 
whether you continue since you were appointed rate 
collector to be a ward agent or a political agent ? — 
Nothing of the kind. Mr. Dinnen was attorney for the 
Liberal party, and about as violent a politician as we 
have in Belfast, and he must have known by the con- 
struction of the burgess roll that no collector could 
put a man off or on, and he should know that in a 
legal point of view. I never did act in that way. 

3 <29. Have you ever abstained from bringing for- 
ward the list of claims ? — I have nothing whatever to 
do with that. It was merely a myth he was driving at. 
3< 30. Have you ever received instructions directly 



or indirectly to make yourself active in these matters i 
— Never, sir. 

3731. Mr. Exham. — I understood Mr. Larmour to 
say that in his own presence at the municipal revisions 
he saw you actively interfering in cases that were going 

on, and totally outside your duty. Is that so ? I say 

that is utterly untrue, and I appeal to the town clerk 
if I ever interfered in any other way than when asked 
a question to return true answers in reference to the 
town lists. I might have been talking to some one 
sitting near me or giving a pear or something like 
that. When asked a question I answered it, but never 
interfered further. 

3732. Have you ever taken part in the nomination 
of any candidates for the Town Council since you have 
been an officer of the Corporation ?— Never, either 
directly or indirectly. 

3733. Have you ever canvassed in any way? — I 
never have. 

3734. Have you been a party to paying runners or 
street inspectors? — No. 

3735. Have you been a member of the ward com- 
mittee that Mr. Dinnen referred to? — No, I have 
not. I belong to George’s Ward, and I have been a 
ratepayer in this town for thirty-three or thirty-four 
years, and generally on the burgess and Parliamentary 
rolls for George’s Ward. I go in and out to the com- 
mittee meetings for the ward when there is an adver- 
tisement calling one, and I merely take a seat and 
quietly sit down, and then walk out. 

3736. Mr. Lawless. — Do you mean political meet- 
ings 1 — Yes ; but they are called by advertisement. 

3737. Chairman. — Have you ever been on a ward 
committee ? — No. 

3738. Mr. Exham. — Have you ever given out 
copies of the list of wards from your books ? — Never 
in my life, and if I was going before my Maker, I 
never gave lists directly or indirectly to any person. 

3739. Mr. Lawless. — You stated the Council 
would discharge you if they thought you took part in 
canvassing ? — I am quite sure they would. 

3 <40. Were you engaged on one side or other in 
contests ? — Oh, yes. I was engaged in political life for 
thirty-four years as a citizen in this town ; and these 
parties who appealed here are all violent politicians. 

3741. Did you take a part in political life before 
1864 ? — Yes. 

3742. Chairman.— B efore 1864 were you a rate 
collector ?— No. I’ll explain that. I think in 1845 or 
1S46 for a short time I collected the borough rates, and 
then I gave it up, but even in that time I took no direct 
part^in politics until the death of the late Mr. Bates. 

37 43. How long were you collector for the borough 
rates ? — Two or three years. 

37 44. During that time were you collector of any 
other rate ? — No, sir. 

3745. Church rate or poor rate, or anything of that 

kind?— No. * 8 

3 <46. Mr. Lawless. — But for some time you were 
e &gaged as collector for the borough rate, and for some 
time before 1864 you did take part in municipal poli- 
tics ? — Yes ; but not until after the death of the late 
Mr. Bates — about 1855 or 1856. 

3747. You were appointed as collector in 1868? — 

No, sir. I was a candidate, and I was rejected two 
or three times, and I say that I owe my position 

3748. What was the year you were appointed ? — 
About 1868 ; and I was saying that I owe my position 
chiefly to the Liberal members of the Council, who voted 
for me on that occasion — Mr. Charles Duffin and 
others. 
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3749. As a matter of course, when they were ap- 

pointing a person to such a position, the Council must 
have known what were the antecedents of the gentle- 
man they were appointing? — Well, I have no doubt 
they did. They thought me competent for it, and if 
that is to be a barrier 

3750. Just answer this : Did they make it any con- 
dition then that you should give up your interference 
in municipal or Parliamentary politics ? — Yes. 

3751. How was that expressed ? — There was a reso- 
lution passed by the Council, and I believe it was in 
existence many years ago, that no collector should take 
any part in politics. 

3752. When was that resolution passed, for you are 

the first person mentioned it? — I know it passed 
many years ago in the Town Council, and knowing 
that resolution I took no part 

3753. Was that resolution refereed to by any mem- 
bers of the Council at the time you were appointed ? 

I don’t think it was. 

3754. At the time of your appointment were you 
aware of the existence of the resolution ? — Yes. 

3755. And since that you acted on the spirit of it ? 
— Decidedly. 

375G. Mr. Exham. — It must have been after 1864, 
for such a thing does not appear to have been men- 
tioned before the committee of the House of Commons. 

3757. Mr. Lawless. — Have you anything to show 
us the date of that resolution ? — I have not. 

3758. Chairman. — Were you borough rate collector 
between 1842 and 1845?— Yes; I was for a short 
time ; about that. 

3759. Was that the time you heard of that resolu- 
tion ? — No, I don’t think it was, sir. 

3760. Have you ever seen the resolution, or was it 
hearsay ? — Well, something runs in my mind that there 
was such a resolution. 

3761. Mr. Exham. — Do you recollect was it after 
the allegations that were made against former rate 



collectors ? — I believe it was, but the fact is I coidd 
not recollect everything that took place in the Council 
for twenty years 

37 62. Chairman. — Mr. Black, could you find that 
resolution ? 

Mr. Mack. — My attention was called by an ex- 
member of the Corporation to the fact that such a 
resolution was passed, and I directed the town clerk to 
search for it, and he reported that he could not find it ; 
but I will make a further search. 

3763. Mr. Exham. — Have you ever employed a 
deputy to collect any portion of your rates ? — Never. 

1 11 explain this. I serve all my own notices ; I go 
out to collect the rates, and there may be a few excep- 
tional times that I send out a person whom I employ 
to do office work, writing notices, and so, but I do my 
own^work fearlessly, without favour, fear, or affection. 

3764. Chairman. — Substantially you have collected 
yourself ; but you won’t say that you have not employed 
an assistant sometimes 1— Oh, all the ratepayers know 
that I have done this. 

3765. You don’t say but there might be exceptional 
occasions where you did not collect yourself ?— No ; 
but I’ll produce the blocks and the receipts from myself. 

3766. Mr. Lawless. — Have you permitted a deputy 
to receive moneys instead of getting them into your 
own hands? — No ; unless the party came into the 
office when I was absent. 

3767. Mr. Black. — The Corporation are not aware 
of any deputies being employed. 

376S. Chairman. — Do you, as a rule, always collect 
the rate personally yourself? — Yes. 

3769. Mr. Exham. — You know that by the by-law 
you cannot have a deputy? — Yes, sir; and I 'fully 
carried it out. There is one thing Mr. Larmonr said : 
that was, that I compelled some one to serve a notice 
of objection on Charles II. Ward and Thomas Ward, 
and I give that an unqualified contradiction. 

3770. Were you present when it was done? — No, sir. 







Sir. Charles 
Noah Davis. 



3771. Chairman. — You are one of the rate collec- 
tors ? — Yes. 

3772. What ward do you collectfor? — Dock Ward. 
I collected Smithfield for two years and I was trans- 
ferred. 

3773. How many years have you collected for Dock 
Ward ? — Better than seven years. 

3774. It has been stated here by a Mr. Stewart, 
that you don’t collect your rates in person, but by 
deputy ? — I keep an assistant, and I send him out 
with my receipts and he brings in the money. 

3775. What is his name? — James Connor. 

3776. Do you mean then your custom is not to 
collect the rates in person, but to fill in receipts and 
send them to the parties by this man Connor, who 
brings the money to you?— Yes, sir. , I don’t invari- 
ably collect rates myself 

3777. Do you or Connor collect?— We both collect, 

but lie is the main party who collects outside my office. 

3778. Is that with the consent of the Town Coun- 
cil or by yourself ? — By my knowledge. 

3779. Did you ever ask'the permission of the Town 
Council for that ? — No, sir. 

3780. Mr. Exham. — Were you furnished with the 
by-laws of the Corporation? — Yes. 

3781. Did you see by them that you were preven- 
ted from having a deputy to collect ?— Yes, sir; but 
my only object was to get the rates in early. 

3782. Don’t you know that the Corporation won’t 
allow a deputy ? — I have no deputy ; he is only an 
assistant, and signs no receipts. 

3783. Chairman. — But it is in contravention of the 
by-laws ? — Whatever I have done, I have done it on 
my own responsibility. 

q-o ? ut 7 ° U ’ Brere aware of Qnite aware of it. 

oi 85. Mr. Exham. — Mr. Stewart said he paid your 
deputy for four years, aqd never paid you?—' Well, 
there was a person named Bell, who lived in that 
house before Mr. Stewart; Mr. Bell paid his rates on 
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the 9th August, 1872, and Mr. Stewart paid on the 
14th July, 1873. 

3786. Chairman. — Was that to yourself or your 
assistant ? — I believe it was to my assistant ; but I 
believe that Mr. Stewart dining four years paid into 
my office ; I believe he did. 

3787. Mr. Stewart. — Never in my life. I was 
talking to Mr. Bell yesterday, and he says that during 
eight years he always paid to the assistant. 

378S. Chairman. — Well, it is admitted. (To witness) 
— The great majority of the rates paid outside the office, 
you say, are paid to this Mr. Connor, on your receipt ? 
— Yes, sir. 

3789. Mr. Exham (reading rule) — “ No deputy 
or assistant shall be employed for any other purpose 
than assisting in filling receipts, it being the intention 
of the Council that each collector should be a collector, 
and so personally collect the rates of the ward ” ? — 
Well, I am aware of that. 

3790. Mr. Lawless. — Did Mr. Connor collect rates 
from any members of the Town Council ? — I think he 
dill Mr. Connor, I may add, was in the office before 
I was appointed, and I took him over. 

3791. Chairman. — In what capacity? — As assistant 
for Dock ward. 

3792. Mr. Exham.— Do you lodge the rates col- 
lected every day yourself? — I have furnished to the 
Council bail for £2,000, and our money must be 
lodged every morning before eleven o’clock, and that 
is done. 

3793. Do you do that yourself? — Certainly. 

3794. Mr. Lawless. — Yourself or your assistant ? 
— Myself. 

3795. Mr. Exham. — One of the rules is that each 
collector shall report to the towD clerk every Saturday 
all changes of occupancy he may have noticed during 
the week. If that is not done, the town clerk must 
have cognisance of the irregularity ? — Well, that is 
carried out partly. 



Mr. Jamci 
George Bankin. 
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3796. Chairman. — But do you, according to the 
rules, report all changes in occupation every Saturday ? 
— Well, I don’t report the changes constantly. 

3797. Mr. Exham. — Of your knowledge, is this 
Mr. Connor connected with any of these political 
societies in canvassing for the wards ? — He is not. 

379S1 Chairman. — Have you ever abstained from 
collecting the rates either by yourself or this assistant 
for the purpose of disqualifying voters ? — Never. 
During last year there were only seven parties dis- 
franchised. 

3799. Do you know whether James Connor, your 
assistant, is the James Connor, who in 1869, was an 
inspector for Dock ward for the Conservative com- 
mittee ? — I believe he was. 

3800. Was he your assistant then ? — He was. 

3S01. Then there must have been, at all events, 

one member of the Town Council knew of his being 
the inspector of that ward,because Alderman Alexander 
was then vice-chairman of the committee, and Mr. 



Cobain was also a member? — That may have been 
so. I don’t know. 

3802. Did you engage him or did you find him in 
the office ? — I found him in the office when I was ap- 
pointed. 

3503. Mr. Lawless. — Did you ever hear- of this 
rule that the collectors should take no part in elec- 
tions? — I heard it was discussed at the Council, but 
nothing else. 

3504. Were you ever furnished with any rule in- 
forming you that there was to be no interference with 
politics ? — No, nothing of the sort. 

3505. Chairman. — Were the Council aware that 
this Connor was your assistant '? — Yes ; I anr sure they 
were, for he was in the office when I was appointed. 

3806. Have you ever been reprimanded by any of 
the Council for permitting Connor to collect the rates? 
— No, never. 

3S07. Do you know whether it has been brought to 
their- knowledge ? — I never heard of any complaint. 



Mr. Charles 
Diiflin, J.1-. 



Mr-. Charles Duffin, j.p., examined. 



3808. Chairman. — Were you a member of the Cor- 
poration? — Yes, five or six years ago. 

3509. Are you a mill owner ? — Yes ; and I wish to 
contradict an allegation that I used my influence as a 
mill-owner with the Corporation whilst a member to 
prevent improvements to the state of the Blackstaff. 
Su dr a statement was made; and I want to show that 
so far from its being correct I did all I could to get 
tlie Blackstaff nuisance abated, and so far from want- 
ing money compensation for the water being taken 
from us I said that we didn’t want any compensation 
but a supply of water which they could easily give us 
from the Water Commissioners. We are at the lowest 
part of the Blackstaff, and we can erect sluices there 
and by that means dam up the river, and make the 
nuisance much worse than it is. We have a small 
weir across the river at our works — that is when we 
are working — but we can make it worse if we choose to 
do so. So far from that, we are still willing to give 
up our entire control over the river if we get a supply 
of water from some other source ; and as to my influ- 
ence uitli the Town Council, I don’t think I would 
have much influence there. 

3510. What I want to know is whether you, as 
a mill-owner and member of the Corporation, used 
your influence to prevent the Corporation taking steps 
against yourselves and others to prevent your polluting 
the Blackstaff? — Certainly not. I never did. The 
Blackstaff would he as pure as the Lagan if the sewage 
was not sent into it. 

3811. Do you increase the pollution by your mill? 
— Certainly the sewage of the mill goes into the Black- 
staff ; but that is not the cause of the spoiling of the 
water ; it is the general sewage of the town going 
into it. 

3S12. When you say sewage, you mean the sewage 
of the mill? — Yes, from the workers. It goes into a 
tank first, and then the over-flow goes into the river. 

3813. Mr. Exham. — You get all the sewage as it 
comes from the others? — Yes. 

3814. Chairman. — Do you use the Blackstaff water 
for condensing ? — Yes. 

3815. (By Mr. Carlisle). — Sir John Savage says 
that his mill is on the Pound Burn which goes into 
the Blackstaff; Mr. Mullan said that his mill was on 
the Carr’s Glen. Are not all these mills on the water 
which runs down and forms the Pound Burn, and are 
they not in reality the source of the pollution of the 
Blackstaff? — I don’t know that. 

3816. Mr. Lawless. — Are these mills near enough 
to go into it? — They are. 

_ 3817. Mr. Carlisle. — They are all on the main leading 
river, although it was stated by them that they are not. 

3S1S. Mr. Duffin . — There is no person knows all 
about them better than Mr. Carlisle does. 

3819. Mr. Slack (Town Solicitor) next said: — A-n 
allegation was made by Mr. Colligan, that the Corpora- 
tion had up to 1874 been wilfully violating certain 



rules of the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council with 
reference to the graves. Well, sir, the cemetery was 
opened in 1869. Previous to its being opened the 
Council employed Mr. Joy of Bradford, who had a 
great experience in the laying out and management of 
cemeteries, and in framing rules for then- guidance, 
and he instructed them how to do so. I am sure that 
in England you are perfectly aware it is the practice to 
open a grave a considerable depth for what is called 
public not proprietary ground. The remains of one 
person are interred in that ground, and then a certain 
quantity of earth is placed over the coffin. A cover 
is put upon the grave until perhaps the next day, or 
it may be that afternoon, when another body is brought 
in, and it is also placed in what appears to all intents 
and purposes a new grave. There is nothing to show 
that there are any remains previously buried there ; 
and that goes on for two, or three, or four times, so 
that four or five bodies will be in the same place, but 
with a certain amount of earth between them. 

3820. Chairman. — It is like a vault, except that it 
is not a vault? — Yes. Mr. Joy advised that system to 
he adopted, I suppose not being aware of the literal 
construction of the sixth rule of the Privy Council. 
However, in 1876, the attention of the Council was 
called to this, that it was a violation of the rule, and 
immediately I was instructed to confer with Mr. 
Bruce and see if the rule bore such a construction, 
and he said it did, and immediately the practice which, 
hitherto had prevailed was since discontinued. 

3821. And since that time only onf body is buried 
in a grave ? — Yes, sir- ; unless bodies of the members 
of the same family ; and it never was with any idea to 
violate any rule. 

3822. Mr. Lawless. — It was a plain violation of 
the rule ? — I admit it ; and when attention was drawn 
to it, it was at once stopped. "Well, a matter was re- 
ferred to about taking water from mill dams for 
watering the streets. I have the street inspector to 
show that no water has been used for that purpose for 
nine years. It might be inferred by the Commis- 
sioners that it was used. 

3823. Chairman. — But is any water impregnated 
with sewage used for watering the streets? — Certainly 
not. 

3S24. (By Mr. 31‘JZrlean ). — Axe you the solicitor 
for the Tramway Company % — I am not in any way. 

3825. Or have you shares in it ? — Not in any shape 
or form. 

3826. Well, do you hold a farm convenient to the 
town, and do you receive at a certain price the manure 
from the Town Council ? — Tenders were advertised for 
the sale of this slaughter-house manure. I put in the 
highest tender aud it was accepted. 

3827. Mr. Lawless. — And there was no undue 
favour %— Not the slightest. 

This concluded the inquiry. 
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TRIM. — November 29, 1876. 

(Before the Chairman, Mr. Corbett.) 



Trim. 
.Vor.29, 187 



Mi - . John Reilly examined. 



1. Mr. Corbett. — Y ou are the clerk to the Town 
Commissioners here ? — Yes. 

2. How long have you been town clerk ? — I acted 
for one month — April, 1872 — before I was appointed, 
and then was appointed on the Gtli May, 1872. 

3. There are, I believe, nine Town Commissioners 
acting under the Towns Improvement Act, the 17 <k 
18 Vic., chap. 103? — Yes ; nine Town Commissioners 
under the Act of 1 851. 

4. When did you adopt the Towns Improvement 
Act in Trim ? — Shortly after it became law. 

5. In 1851? — I am not prepared to say just now, 
but it must have been shortly after that. 

G. Is not Trim the comity and assize town of 
Meath ? — Yes. 

7. And its population at the last census was 2,195 ? 
—Yes. 

S. Which is a slight increase on the previous census, 
when I see it was 2,0oS ? — Yes. , 

9. What is the area within the jurisdiction of the 
Town Commissioners — how many acres ? — I can tell 
you from the rate-book, which I have at home. 

10. Is not the Poor Law valuation £1,728? — Yes. 

11. And the principal revenues which the Town 
Commissioners administer are derived from real pro- 
perty ? — Yes, derived from landed property. 

12. What is the acreage of that property ? — The 
acreage of it is 479a. 3r. and 37p. — that is, Irish 
plantation measure. 

13. That is, I see, exactly the quantity of land 
which was held by the old Corporation of Trim at the 
time the Commissioners of 1835 made their report? — 
Yes ; hut there are some lots not as yet in the posses- 
sion of the Town Commissioners. 

14. I see by their report that under the by-law of 
3rd May, 1705, by which the Trim commons were 
divided, that they were divided into burgess’ lots of 
from ten to twenty acres, and into freemen’s lots of 
from four to ten acres ? — Yes. 

15. And that at the time .they reported in 1835 
the hugest lot held by any one person was nineteen 
acres ? — Yes ; I believe that is right. 

16. There were then, I find, fifteen burgess’ lots and 
forty-seven freemen’s lots, and each lot was held by 
the grantee for the term of his natural life ? — Yes. 

17. Held at the nominal rent of Is. per year? — 
Yes, Is. for the lot, in order to keep the reversion in 
the hands of the Town Commissioners. 

18. Are any of these lives that existed in 1835 still 
running on? — Yes, some are still running on. 

19. Persons bolding under that by-law and living 
in 1S35 ? — Yes, bolding under the old grant. 

20. How many of them are still living ? — Some four 
or five of them. I know one man named Hughes in 
the town who is still living and in good health. 

21. How many acres are respectively held by them 
under that tenure? — Something about from three to 
five acres. 

22. They were, then, freemen’s lots, not burgess’ 
lots? — Yes ; not burgess’ lots. 

23. Can you tell me whether, after the passing of 
the Act of 1840, this property was held by Commis- 
sioners appointed under the 9 Geo. IV., c. 82, or. by 
a special board of Commissioners under the Act of 
1840, called “The Municipal Commissioners”? — By 
the Commissioners appointed under 9 Geo. IV., c. 82. 
The number consisted of thirteen. They used to hold 
their sittings in this court. 

24. And the said estate was to he applied by such 
Commissioners in aid of the rate and for the public 
benefit of the inhabitants ? — Yes. 

25. After the adoption of the Act of 1854 that 
property, by the 17th section of that Act, was trans- 



ferred to and vested in the Commissioners under the 
new Act — the Act of 1854? — Yes. 

26. [Chairman reads section of the Act relating to 
the transfer of the property to the Commissioners 
under the Act of 1854.] 

27. How have these successive bodies of Commis- 
sioners dealt with the lots that have fallen in since the 
passing of the Act of 1840? — They have let them by 
a vote in the Council. - 

28. Have they let them by public auction? — Never 
to my knowledge ; never on any occasion. 

29. Have they never given any public notice, by 
advertisement or otherwise, of their intention to let 
them ? — No public notice was ever given. There were 
no posters put up that I know of. 

30. Have they ever let them to members of their 
own body? — Yes, they have. 

31. Have they done so frequently? — Nearly every 
Commissioner got some. 

32. Has this been the case ever since 1840, as the 
lives have fallen in? — As the lives fell in the parties 
who purchased the life interest of the grantee were 
preferred, and the lot was then valued by the Town 
Commissioners. These pei - sons who had purchased the 
life interest of the grantee then came in as the tenants 
of the Town Commissioners, and were accepted at the 
valuation placed on the land by the committee, con- 
sisting of the chairman and two ToSvn Commissioners, 
which was appointed to value the land. They came to 
some agreement with the tenants, who generally ac- 
cepted it. 

33. Were they valued only by the Town Commis- 
sioners themselves, or by some qualified person? — 
Nearly all the lands until within the last three years 
were valued by themselves. In one case the land was 
valued by the Town Commissioners since I became 
town clerk, in the case of Mr. Corry, of Commonland, 
South; but he will pay the rent Mi - . Vaughan, the 
public valuator, will put on it. 

34. You can produce, I suppose, the rental hook? — 
The rental book is in the hands of the agent. 

35. Is the agent Mr. Duignan? — Yes, Christopher 
Duignan. 

36. How long has he received the rents ? — Since the 
passing of the Act of IS 40. The late town clerk was 
also appointed then. His name was Philip .Reilly. 
He was somewhere about thirty-two years town clerk. 

37. You succeeded him, I believe, in the office ? — 
Yes. 

38. Was he any relation of yours ? — He was my 
father. 

39. Had you, therefore, before you were town clerk, 
a considerable knowledge of the business of the Corpo- 
ration? — Yes ; I used to know a good deal about it. 

40. You assisted your father, I suppose, in the per- 
formance of his duties to some extent ? — Well, I was 
away for twenty-one years, hut in the early part of my 
time I used to do so. 

41. Have these lands in your judgment been let 
from time to time at their full value?— -Well, I could 
not exactly say that they wei-e let at their full value, 
because there was no competition for them. 

42. Were the lands valued by the Town Commis- 
sioners when they were let to the Town Commissioners 
themselves? — Yes, they were, in every ease, so far as 
my knowledge goes ; there was a committee appointed 
to value the lands. 

43. In the majority of eases do you say they were 
let to the Town Commissioners themselves ? — Thex’o is 
no doubt about that. 

44. Are there many Town Commissioners still 

holding land the property of the Corporation?- -A 
good many of them are. , 
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45. Has not a Town Commissioner resigned liis 

office upon receiving a lease, or lias lie continued, never- 
theless, to act as a Town Commissioner ?— He has con- 
tinued to act as a Town Commissioner ; no resignation 
ever took place to my knowledge. (Witness hands in 
rental.) . 

46. You have the tenants’ names I see on tins rental, 
but not the quantities of land held by each ? — We 
have the names of the tenants and the amount of rent 
due from each, and the arrears, but no quantities of 
land, nor is the rate per acre mentioned, so that it is 
of little or no value. 

47. I gathered from the report of the late auditor 
that you were about to have a new map of the pro- 
perty made? — Mx\ Finlay suggested the propriety of 
having a new map made — a map of the property with 
the rental showing all the particulars, and Mr. Collot, 
the present auditor, followed that up by even striking 
out the form in which he would wish it to be done — 
the form of rental to be attached to the map. 

4S. I see in his report of September, 1875 — his last 
report but one — he says, “The Town Commissioners 
have ordered a survey and map of their property to be 
made, it will be soon completed and will be a complete 
record of this important part of their trust.” He said 
that to the Local Government Board in 1875 ?— Wes. 

49. Has that been done ? — It is in progress now, 
and I waited on the civil engineer, Mr. Vaughan, who 
has it in hands, and he went over the lands. I was 
three or four days on the lands with him ; but there 
are some little parts in the town that we did not know 
about, and I then waited on Colonel Wilkinson in the 
Phamix Park, but he said that he had got no map of 
the town property. We have some holdings in the 
town, but we have no map showing what they are ; 
they are not i-epresented on the existing map. We 
derive rents from several houses in the town, but there 
are others which we should derive rents from and yet 
these rents are gathered by persons whom we know 
nothing about. In many cases I have the old counter- 
part leases of these places. 

50. Then don’t you know where these houses are 1 
— We know where these plots of land and houses are, 
but Mr. Vaughan thought that Colonel Wilkinson had 
a map showing the frontage of the houses, and that it 
would be easy to make out the new map from it, but 
Colonel Wilkinson told me he had not such a map. 

51. Have not Mr. Vaughan and you made now a 
complete survey of the town and the lands in the neigh- 
bourhood, which would enable you to make out the 
map ? — North and south of the town he has done so, 
but we should make out a more searching one of the 
town. 

52. You have, I understand then, identified that 
which lies outside the town, but not all the property 
which is inside the town ? — No ; not the tenements 
which are inside the town. 

53. When you say that rents are received by per- 
sons you don’t know anything about, do you mean 
that the rents are paid to other parties for these houses 
which ought to belong to the Commissioners ? — Yes ; 
to parties non-resident in the town, and the Town 
Commissioners do not even know them ; they claim 
the property. 

54. You mean, I suppose, that there is some pro- 
perty in the town which is in dispute as to whether 
it is the property of the Town Commissioners or of 
other parties 1 — It is not exactly disputed ; the Town 
Commissioners know well enough that they should 
hold it before the parties deriving the rent from the 
property should. For instance, that piece of land as 
yon come from the railway, called the Crickeens, at 
present a man named Ball, a solicitor in Dublin, gets 
the rent of it. 

55. What is his Christian name? — I do not know. 
There is another person named Donovan gets the rent 
from houses adjacent. They are all on one lot, burgess’ 
lot or freemen’s lot, I forget which, the portion of 
commons at the Athboy gate. 

56. Is that one of the lots of which you say that the 



original holder is still living ? — No ; he is dead and 
gone long ago. 

57. How is it that it has not fallen into the hands 
of the Town Commissioners, and that they have not 
let it ? — It is a long time since the grantee died. 

58. How long ago — before 1840 or after? — Very 
likely it was before 1840. 

59. Surely your agent can tell that? You say he 
has been agent since 1S40, and surely he can tell you 
whether the original grantee died before he became 
agent or subsequently ? — Yes, he should. 

60. How many acres are there in this lot? — It is 
not an acre. The two fields to the north of it belong 
to us. One in the possession of Arthur Darling. 

61. Do the fields to the south of it belong to the 
Town Commissioners ? — The road is to the south of 
it. 

62. Is it a tongue of land between the road and your 
land? — Yes, between the Athboy and Kells road. 

63. Has any endeavour during all these years been 
made on the part of the Town Commissioners to estab- 
lish then- right to tins land ? — Not that I know of. 
Since 1840, whenever a freeman died, the Town Com- 
missioners resumed possession of the land, except in 
one instance. There is a man named Molloy who 
holds a lot of commons, and he says it is his own 
estate. He entirely disputes the right of the Town 
Commissioner's. They never took any action in the 
matter more than to speak about it. It is on our map 
of our property. 

64. Is that another instance in which land has 
fallen in by the death of the original grantee, and to 
which the Town Commissioners have failed to establish 
their nlaim ? — Yes ; and they know they have a regular 
fair claim to it. 

65. Who is the person deriving benefit from that 
land ? — He is a farmer in the neighbourhood of the 
town. He knows the land belongs to the Town Com- 
missioner's. 

66. Is he a relation of any of tire Town Commis- 
sioners, or was he at the time the grant fell in ? — I do 
not think that has airy influence in the matter. He is 
brother-in-law to one of the Town Commissioners, 
hut I must say I do not think it has any influence. 

67. Have you ever suggested to them that it would 
be desirable to take some steps to establish their claim 
to the lands ? — Yes ; and there were some of the 
Town Commissioners who wished that the chum should 
be established. I understand they were going to get 
some legal opinion on the subject. Some of them 
were anxious to establish the claim ; there are resolu- 
tions in the book about it. 

68. Has it ever been put to the vote to know 
whether they should try to establish their claim? — It 
has been talked about over and over again in this in- 
dividual case ; as regards the others in the town there 
is only a misty opinion as to the property here and 
there thi'ougli the town. 

69. Can you show me a resolution about it on the 
minutes ? — I think T can. It was talked about, but 
there was no regular resolution taken. The Town 
Commissioners know the land should come into our 
hands. It is the very end of our land — the very 
extreme limit of our land. It was gone over by Mr. 
Vaughan when he was down here. He went over 
every inch of the land. It ended in a bit of talk. 
During my time no action was taken — that is since 
the year 1872. 

70. Nor in your father's time? — No. 

71. Will you kindly supply us with the minute 
relating to that afterwards? — Yes ; on the 5th J anuary, 
1874, at the monthly meeting, the agent handed in a 
document, and here is a copy. “ Lots of commons out- 
standing by reason of the life existing.” “James 
Walker” — he is alive ; “ William Corry ” — he is alive ; 
“Henry Parsons” — he is dead ; “Samuel Allen” — dead; 
“ Edward Parsons” — doubtful ; I think he is living in 
Dublin; “ William Parsons" — alive; “John Hughes” 

alive ; “ Richard Molloy” — overholding ; that is the 

person I speak about. 
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72. Have these persons whom you say are dead died 
since? — Henry Parsons died since, and we got the 
land ; Samuel Allen was dead, I think, when the list 
was handed in, but we did not get the lands at the 
time. Just at that time there was an examination 
made of the lot that Samuel Allen holds, and it was let 
to three persons on July 6, ’7 4, as follows — “ J olm 
Neville, 10a. Or. 32p., at 27 s. Gd. per acre (that is Irish 
measure), yearly value £14 Os. 6 cl. ; Pati'ick Gillick, 
2a. 3r. 33p‘, at 27 s. 6d. per acre, yearly value £4 Is. 3d., 
and Patrick Gannon, or. 21p. at 30s. per acre, yearly 
value £1 6s. Gel . ; on the 10th March, ’74, Christopher 
M'Keon, part of ‘William Cony’s lot, la. Or. 21 p. at 
50s., yearly value £2 16s. 6 d. ; and there was a portion 
of William Cony’s lot let to James Plunkett, 2a. 2r. 
lip., at 45s., yearly value £5 16s. Gd . ; and there was a 
small piece of land, with a house on it (16 perches it 
contained), let to Eliza Fegan at 50s., yearly value 5s. 

73. Is not Mr. Plunkett one of the Town Commis- 
sioners? — Yes. 

74. Were any of these parties to whom these lands 
were sub-let Town Commissioners at the time? — 
Christopher M'Keon was a Town Commissioner, and 
had been frequently Chairman of the Town Commis- 
sioners. 

75. Was he so at the time ? — Not then, but he had 
been previously. 

76. Mr. Plunkett — was he then a Town Commis- 
sioner, and is he so still ? — Yes. 

77. Was Neville a Town Commissioner? — No ; he 
was a farmer. He held under Mr. Allen ; it was let 
to him. He had the preference because he held under 
the previous grant. 

78. You have given us the rate at which these lots 
were let, can you give me the value for that property 
(the poor law valuation)? — Yes. 

7 9. Who valued that property of Allen’s and Corry’s? 
— Here is the certificate by Mr. Vaughan — 

“ Rutland-square, lDtli December, 1873. 

“ Dear Sir, — I beg to hand yon the valuation of lands referred 
to in your letter of the 3rd. The quantities were taken from 
the Ordnance Survey. — I am, dear Sir, faithfully yours, Edward 
Vaughan.” “ I have made a careful examination of the value of 
the holdings, the property of the Town Commissioners of Trim, in 
the county of Meath, and value the lands as here set forth.” 

80. And are they let at that valuation ? — Yes ; the 
letting took place on the 10th March, 1874. The first 
letting was moved by Patrick Malone and seconded by 
Richard Davis. 

81. Wnat I want to know is this — was there any 
public notice given that these lands which had so fallen 
in would be let on that 10th March, 1874 ? — No. 

82. Therefore there were no tenders from persons 
outside the Commissioners’ room ? — None ; the Town 
Commissioner's gave the lands to the person holding 
from the old freemen whose life interests they had pur- 
chased. They, gave the preference to the persons in 
possession. 

83. To the sub-lessee of the original grantees? — 
Exactly. I am not aware that they ever posted up 
bills to say there would be a letting, here or there. I 
do not see any notice of it in the books. 

84. And failing a sub-lessee of the original grantee, 
to whom did they give the preference ? — -I do not know 
of such an instance. Generally the persons managed 
to get into possession of the lands because they knew 
the Town Commissioner's would give them leases ; they 
gave good sums to get in. 

85. We already got from you that many of these 
lands are now held by the Town Commissioner's them- 
selves. Have they been often let to Town Commis- 
sioners as sub -lessees of the original grantees ? — In some 
cases they were. 

86- And in some they were not ? — Yes. 

87 Was Mr. Plunkett a sub-lessee? — Yes. He 

held from William Corry. 

88. And the gentleman whom you say was formerly 
a Town Commissioner had he been a sub-lessee of an 
orrginal grantee ? — I understand, and I can see from 
the book, that there was a Town Commissioner Neville 



Preston Newnatr, who obtained several lots of common 
lands, and who parted -with two lots to M‘Keon for a 
valuable consideration. I see Mr. Newnan’s name on 
several leases, and there is no transfer recorded on our 
leases, and that creates great difficulty in finding out 
who the persons are that are actually in- possession. I 
know several instances of persons paying rent and there - 
is no mention of them on the lease, and no transfer 
executed on the lease to them with the sanction of the 
Town Commissioners; so that if you take up a lease you 
cannot tell who is in possession. The counterpart tells 
yon nothing whatever about it. There is only one 
case in which there is such a thing, and that is in the 
case of Henry Parsons, the former town clerk under 
the old Corporation. He executed a transfer of some- 
where about six acres of land (his life interest in it) to 
Mr. Michael Allen for a consideration of £60, and that 
is the only case in which it was done. 

89. Was that prior to 1840? — In 1842. 

90. And that is the only transfer you find 1 — Yes. 

91. Are there many of these holdings now held by. 
other parties who are paying the rent for them but to 
whom no fresh lease was granted by the Town Commis- 
sioners, and no transfer 1 — Yes. When I take up a 
lease now I do not know who is in possession of the 
land. 

92. Whose duty was it to see that fresh leases were 
granted, or that transfers were made ? — It should be 
the duty of the agent to keep the property together. 

93. I presume it would be. Has he or anyone been 
asked by you or by your father to furnish yon with a 
proper account of these transfers ? — Here is an order 
made on the 7th September, 1876 : — 

“ That tlie agent, Christopher Duigiian, furnish from the rental a 
list of the names of the present occupiers of the several holdings in 
the town property, with the names of the original occupiers of such 
holdings, from the date of the establishment of tins Commission 
(in 1840.) That said list be delivered to the town clerk, and used 
iu the preparation of the new rental and map of the town property 
in which Mr. Edward Vaughan is at present engaged.” 



94. Has that order been complied with? — No ; and 
here is the next minute on the subject : — 

“ October 18, 1876. 

“ At the monthly meeting the agent not having furnished to the 
town clerk the names of the tenants, as per order on minutes of the 
last mouthly meeting, the town clerk is now directed to visit the 
tenants on the property, and to ascertain from same the names of 
former tenants in cases of transfer since the establishment of the 
present Commission.” 

95. Since 1854 ? — Yes ; and then at the last meeting, 
on the 9th November, 1876 : — 

“ The former minutes were read by the town clerk, and on the 
chairman asking if there was any objection to the signing of the 
minutes, the agent stated that he knew nothing about the order to 
furnish the names of the occupiers of the several holdings of the 
town property and so forth, for the purpose of making a correct 
rental, and that he objected to the signing of the minutes. The 
chairman stated that any objection to the signing of the minutes 
could not be entertained by the Board unless made bya Town Com- 
missioner Whereupon Town Commissioner Malone said he would 
have an objection to the signingof the minutes, as Mr. Vaughanshould 
furnish themap without the tenants’ names inscribed on it, and he asked 
the town clerk if Mr. Vaughan had surveyed the town property with 
a chain. The town clerk stated that Mr. Vaughan took his quan- 
tities from the Ordnance Survey, the standard survey in Ireland, and 
that he had previously answered Mr. Malone’s questions. Com-, 
missioner Malone then said he would make a motion to the effect, 
that the ngent be not called upon to give information with regard 
to the tenants, as mentioned in the list of the persons at present in 
occupation where transfers were made. He was reminded by the 
chairman that he should first give notice of motion to rescind the 
order made at the meeting on the 7th September last, and with 
which the agent should have complied, as the matter deeply con- 
cerned the interest of the town property. The chairman remarked 
that if the tenants were brought into this council chamber to pay 
their rents, the Town Commissioners would be no longer in ignorance 
of who their actual tenants were, and of the extent of their several 
holdiiiM. Commissioner Gilsinon remarked that he was now a good 
time acting as Commissioner, and would be glad to be well ac- 
quainted with the rental, hut at present he knew very little about 
it, and had no means of information. Commissioner Gogerty 
expressed himself similarly, and Commissioner Malone having 
stated that the town clerk should have furnished a copy of the 
order in question to the agent, was reminded by Commissioner 
Blake that the agent was present at the meeting when the said 
order was made, and was bound in the discharge of his duty to take 
a note of such an order, and to furnish the information sought. 
After some still further discussion, Commissioner Malone banded in 
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notice of motion to the chairman, who requested him to date Ids 
notice of motion in order to be legal. Commissioner Malone then 
said that the chairman was full of crotchets, and having torn up Ins 
notice of motion, said that he (Commissioner Malone) no longer had 
any influence in this Commission, and that he might as well not 
attend, as he was in fact no one." 

90. Tliat was at your very last meeting? — Y es ; the 
minutes were then signed by the chairman, and I 
have to remark, that when I came here many of the 
Commissioners were very willing to do their duty 
straight off, but the others were inclined uot to do busi- 
ness, but to wrangle and retard the business of the town 
at the Board whether it was about business or not ; and 
there was often a great deal of disputing as to whether 
the minutes would be signed or not. However, they 
were always signed, and I am ready to swear as to the 
accuracy of them. It is on record that several Com- 
missioners said, that no Commissioner ought to he 
afraid of his words being recorded. 

97. Have the minutes drawn up by you been all 
signed by the chairman ? — They are all signed by the 
chairman. 

98. At the next meeting 1 — Yes. 

99. I see that the total acreage is 479 a. 3k. 37i>. ? 
—Yes. 

100. Will you tell me what is the annual rent 
derived from it ? — I see there was brought into the 
account at the last audit £057 Os. 7 id. ?• — Yes. 

101. But it does not follow that that was the actual 
rental ? — There were some arrears paid. About £G50 
would be the average. The exact half year’s rental in 
1S73, of which I have a copy, was £319 9s. 4 \d. ; 
that is for the half year ending 25th March, 1873. I 
have no copy since. 

102. How is that? — Because it is quite useless to 
have a rental without the quantities. I have no 
acreage. 

103. Have you ever applied to the agent, or been 
directed by the Town Commissioners to apply for the, 
quantities of these lands? — The matter was talked 
about over and over again. I know of one case in 
which a tenant called in to know how much laud he 
had, and they could not tell him. It was then stated 
that it would be well to get the quantity of land held by 
each tenant, but there is neither the yearly value per 
acre, nor the number of acres, and therefore the rental 
is no use. At that date (25th March,' 1873), there 
was £99 0s. 5 d. outstanding arrears. 

104. Doubling the half year’s rental you have given 
us at that date would bring, would it not, the annual 
rent to £039 18s. 9 cl. ? — And it would be a little over 
that now, because since then we got in a couple of lots 
of commons. 

105. Lots Avhich you had not identified before ? — 
Which we had not in our possession before. 

100. By deaths? — Yes; two or three lots which 
would come up to £30 or £40 more. It would be 
close to £670 now. 

107. Looking at the character of the land around 
Trim, is that not a very small rental for 480 acres to 
produce? — It is a very small rental. 

108. Is this grazing land generally 1 — Yes, generally 
grazing land. 

109. What is the average value of grazing land 
about Trim? — From £4 to £4 10s., or £4 12s. 6d. 
I know that to be paid by parties who take eighty or 
ninety acres. They pay from £4 to £4 10s. or 
£4 12s. U. 

110. Is Hie land of the Town Commissioners equally 
good with that land ? — In a good many places it is 
quite as good. Some of the first land in the county 
Meath is held by the Town Commissioners. 

111. And you do not get quite 30s. an acre? — Hot 
quite 30s. 

112. I have a lease here before me which was 
granted on the 7th September, 1868, between the 
Town Commissioners of Trim, under the 17th and 18th 
Vic., to Thomas Fox, of Dogstown, fanner, by which 
two lots are let to him, making altogether 20a. 2r. 21p. 



for a term of thirty-one years, at the yearly rent of 
£22 15s. Do you know that land ? — Ido. 

113. Where is that land? — In the immediate 
neighbourhood. 

114. What is it worth ? — It ought to be worth 50s. 

115. Ho more? — About 50s. Anyone in the town 
would give 50s. for it that required laud. 

116. But you see it is let only for a fraction more 
than 20s. ? — Yes. 

117. When was that let? — In 1868. 

118. Four years before you were town clerk ? — 
Yes. 

119. Do you know how that was let? — I under- 
stand that Thomas Fox, who was in possession of the 
land, was in America. 

120. Was this laud which hail fallen in from one of 
the old grants ? — Yes, some of it ; a very peculiar let- 
ting that was. There was a person named Taylor got 
from the present Town Commissioners, in the year 
1849, a portion of it — say fourteen or fifteen acres, 
and nineteen years of that lease had expired, and there 
was no consideration given to the Town Commissioners 
for the renewal. 

121. A lease for how long? — Tliirty-one yearn. 

122. At what rent, do you know? — I have the 
lease in the town hall. I have not got it here, hut I 
can tell you. 

123. Hineteou years of that lease had then expired? 
— Yes, and there was a portion of a lot of commons in 
the possession of Henry Parsons containing 5 a. 3it. 21r. 

124. These two lots together make up the twenty- 
one acres, which are the subject of Fox’s lease? — Yes. 
nineteen years of the lease to Taylor had expired, and 
there was a new lease made then, by putting the two 
lots together, and by their taking away nineteen years’ 
right that the townspeople had acquired in Taylor's lease. 

125. How was it that Taylor surrendered to Thomas 
Fox ? — He did. so for a consideration. 

126. What consideration? — I do not know. Very 
likely he would get money from him to emigrate. 

127. When was Parsons’ lease granted? — It was 
granted by the old Corporation, and Parsons sold 
(this is the lease I mentioned on which a transfer was 
executed), in the year 1S42, his life interest to Michael 
Allen. 

128. Parsons, then, had been one of the old grantees 1 
—Yes. 

129. At the nominal rent of Is. a year? — I think 
the consideration in that case was about 5s. In 1842 
he executed a transfer, and then sold his life interest 
to Michael Allen, and he was a relative of Thomas 
Fox. Allen gave £60 to Parsons for his life interest 
in the lease, and not liking to rest contented with same, 
surrendered to the Town Commissioners lest he might 
be disturbed ou the Commissioners resuming after 
Parsons’ demise.' 

130. Was that surrender in 1842? — Yes, in 1842 ; 
and some time after the Town Commissioners accepted 
him as tenant; and that is the only instance in which 
a life interest was surrendered to the Town Commis- 
sioners. 

131. Did not the Commissioners, in consideration 
of the surrender, grant him a fresh lease ? — Yes. 

132. For how long? — I cannot say whether they 
granted him a fresh lease or merely secured him in 

133. He paid the rent up to thiB for the lease being 
granted? — Yes. Allen was a long time dead before 
the grant of that lease. 

134. Thomas Fox was in America at the time? — 
Yes. 

135. Who represented him when he was in Ame- 
rica? — The agent of the Town Commissioners was 
managing the property of Thomas Fox at the time. 
You will see his name on that lease, and he acts by 
power of attorney. 

136. Do you know on whose application this lease 
was granted to Thomas Fox? — I cannot tell you. 

137. You do not know where Taylor was when he 
surrendered his lease? — I do not know. I heard that 
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Taylor emigrated to the colonies — to Australia or 
somewhere. 

138. Was Thomas Fox in any way connected with 
the Town Commissioners ? — Not that I know of. I 
do not think he was. 

139. Nor had he been holding under them as sub- 
lessee of any of these places 1 — He was living on the 
property. 

140. I thought he went to America ? — He had 
only recently gone to America before 1868. 

141. For some time previously, then, to 1868 he 
Lad been in occupation of that property ? — Yes. 

142. How many leases have been granted by the 
Town Commissioners since you have been town clerk ? 
— I think there might be something about five or six. 

143. During the last four years? — Yes. 

144. Have these all been made to persons who 
were in possession as sub-lessees of the original 
grantees ? — Yes. 

145. Have any of those been Town. Commissioner's 
themselves ? — No, I think not, with the exception of 
Mr. Plunkett. 

146. That we already had? — Yes. 

147. Have there been no other leases granted to 
Town Commissioner's within the last four year's? — 
Not to Town Commissioner's. 

148. Carr you tell me for what periods these five or 
six leases were granted? — For thirty-one years. 

149. All for thirty-one years 1 — Yes ; and where a 
lease is promised to be made it is understood to be for 
thirty-one years. 

150. Have they been let at a high rate, or about 
the same rate as this lease before me to Mr. Thomas 
Fox? — Something about from 30s. to 40s. 

151. This land is let for about 22s. per acre ? — 
That is an exceptionally low case. 

152. Previous to the time you became town clerk, 
the practice, you told us, was for some of the Town 
Commissionei's to value the land themselves ? — Yes. 

153. Since then Mr. Vaughan has valued it? — Yes. 

154. I think you said in eveiy case but one ? — Yes. 
There is a man called John Moore who is to get a 
lease of the holding of which he was in possession for 
a certain time back at the valuation to be placed on 
the same by Mr. Vaughan, when he goes to inspect the 
land on a final survey. I may observe that some of the 
Town Commissioners thought it a very invidious thing 
to go and value the lands themselves. Some of them 
entertained an objection to go and examine the lands. 

1-55. But in no case has the land been put up by 
public auction ? — In no case. 

156. Nor were tenders invited ? — In no case. 

157. Can you tell me what lands are now held by 
Town Co mmis sioners ? Some of the Town Commis- 
sionei's now hold lands, do they not, the property of 
the Town Commissioners ? — Yes ; I can give you the 
names. 

158. Mi-. Plunkett we know of. Does he hold 
anything of the Town Commissioners’ besides those 
two acres that we heard of? — Yes. 

159. What other property of the Town Commis- 
sioners’ besides that which was let in 1874? The 

house he lives in belongs to the Town Commis- 
sioners. 

160. Do you know what rent he pays? — I could 
not tell you ; I am not acquainted with the rental. 

161. Is there any other gentleman ? — There is Mr 
Kennedy. He holds some lots of Co mm ons He is a 
Town Commissioner. Mr. Blake holds some Commons. 
Mr. Gilsinan is a tenant. Mr. Gilsinan holds the land 
which was occupied by Thomas Fox. 

162. I am speaking of holding directly from the 
Town Commissioners? — He does not hold directly 
from the Town Commissioners. 

163. Is it Patrick Gilsinan himself or is it his 
brother holds the lands? — I could not say. They 
trade under the name of “ Gilsinan Brothel's.” I am 
not aware of any other Town Commissioners, but 
there are parties in the town who were Town Commis- 
sioners, and who, when they were Town Commis- 



sioners, obtained lands. The Town Commissioners 
appointed after the Act of 1840 all got a piece of 
land. Their mines were in the counterpart leases, 
but they are nearly all dead. 

164. The lands generally went to their assignees ? — 
Yes. 

165. Can you tell me whether or not any of the 
Town Commissionei's sublet lands granted to them 'by 
their own body for higher rents than they have been 
paying to the Town Commissioners? — No; I do not 
think so. I do not think the Town Commissioners 
ever sublet the lands, but they sold their interest in 
them. 

166. That is about the same thing. They sold 
tlieir interest, and did they obtain considerable sums 
of money ? — Yes. 

167. We heard just now of one mau who got .-£60 ? 
— Yes, exactly. 

168. Has any instance of that occurred since the 
Town Commissionei's of 1854 were appointed, do you 
know ? — I am not prepared to say. 

169. You cannot say? — No. 

170. Does the agent hold any lauds ? — He holds 
two lots of the Commons lands. 

171. When were those granted to him? — A good 
long time ago. He has two lots, and there was some 
dispute about a lot of Commons, and he and the painty 
who disputed were brought before the board, and the 
minutes state that the matter was arranged neither to 
the satisfaction of Christopher Duignan nor the other 
person ; but Mr. Duignan retained possession of the 
lot of Commons claimed by Phoebe Cony, to whom, 
I suppose, he had lent some money. It is remarked 
particularly in the minutes that neither party was 
satisfied, but that Mr. Duignan retained possession of 
the land. 

172. You cannot tell me the quantity of land ? — I 
cannot tell you. 

173. There was a map in 1753? — Yes. 

174. Which was referred to by the Commissioners 
of 1835? That map you still have ? — Yes. It is in 
the possession of the surveyor, who is preparing the 
new map, and it will be of! great service to him, as it 
contains the whole quantity. 

175. That map shows a total acreage of 479 a. 3k. 
37p. ? — Yes, exactly. • It contains the quantity of 
land set to each tenant, and so on. It is a very good 
way. Judge Flanagan said he never saw a better 
map in his life. 

176. Have you the tracing of that map? — Yes. 
(Witness produces tracing.) 

177. The tracing does not set out the quantities ? — 
No, only the numbers— the very same that there is on 
the map. 

178. I see that the land is all surrounding the 
town? — Yes, and all the public roads are made 
through the Commons lands. 

179. There was a lot which was [long in dispute, 
was there not ? — Yes ; there was a very extensive law 
suit about it. One of the Town Commissioners in- 
formed me that the transactions arising out of that 
were of great expense to the Town Commissioners. 
Chief Baron Pigot, who heard the case, had a large 
number of the books copied, and the expense was very 
great. 

180. How did that get into dispute ? — It belonged 
to a freeman, and he went out of the country, and this 
was token possession of by Mr. Christopher Duignan 
for some debt, as he stated to the Town Commissioners, 
that he owed to him. 

181. There is a small piece of land here with some- 
thing written on it, and it is marked “ claim nine, first 
division,” did you make a claim of that land on behalf 
of the Town Commissioners ? — Yes, and by their order. 

182. And did you establish your claim ? — Yes ; and 
it is now in our possession. 

183. Was that heard before Judge Flanagan ?— Yes. 

184. How came there to be any dispute about that 
land? — The Town Commissioners could not take 
possession of that land so long as John Allen was alive 
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(tlie party entitled to tlie life interest — the old grantee 
under the old corporation), and when the tenant in 
possession of the adjacent hind (which belonged to the 
Leslie family) found that it would square out his hold- 
ing comfortably, he destroyed the fence. 

185. Without Allen’s consent? — Allen was then 
away out of the country. 

186. And who was occupying the adjacent land ? — 
Hussey was occupying the adjacent land as the tenant 
of Leslie. 

187. And who was occupying the land which had 
been granted to Allen ? — That land was occupied by 
Mr. Duignan. 

188. What Mr. Duignan was that? — The agent of 
the Town Commissioners. 

189. Was he holding it on behalf of the Town Com- 
missioners, or as lessee under Allen ? — For his own 
benefit. As I understand it, Allen owed money to him, 
and he took possession of this land, and afterwards 
parted with it to Mr. Hip well for a consideration, and 
the Town Commissioners made a lease to Mr. ITipwell, 
omitting this portion which I subsequently recovered. 

190. I want to know was it while Duignan was 
holding the land for Allen that Mr. Leslie’s tenant 
obliterated the fences ? — That I cannot say, but all the 
townspeople knew that the land belonged to the Town 
Commissioner’s, and Judge Flanagan stated that it was 
an attempt by Mr. Leslie’s tenant to filch the land from 
the Town Commissioners. 

191. Are not the lands to which you referred at the 
commencement of your evidence as being held by a man 
named Molloy who refused to pay rent for it in defiance 
of the Town Commissioners, lot 25 on the map, at the 
extremity of the estate ? — Yes. 

192. How much might there be of it ? — I might say 
about seven or eight acres — Mr. Vaughan can say how 
much, for we were on the land together. 

193. The Town Commissioners were put you say to 
great expense to recover this lot which Duignan took 
possession of ? — Yes. 

194. How much was the expense of recovering that 
small lot which was obtained before Judge Flanagan? 
— There was no expense. I made the application ; I 
told the judge that the Town Commissioners’ property 
was mortgaged, and that they could not pay expenses, 
and he said it was quite right for the Town Commis- 
sioners to send then- officer to make the application 
Tinder the circumstances. 

195. Aid did he make an order upon your applica- 
tion without your employing solicitor or counsel? — 
Yes ; he said it was quite right to send a person there 
to save the expense. 

196. Why did they not do it in the same way with 
regard to lot 25 ? — They could not do that. This pro- 
perty was up for sale in the Landed Estates Court, and 
that is the reason it was so easy to do it. 

197. Is there any other land on this map which is 
in dispute at present except the lot 25, or of which 
yon are not receiving the rent ? — None, except houses 
in the town, and we must have a close inspection of 
these houses. Mr. Vaughan said he would have a veiy 
close inspection of the house property. There is another 
instance. There is a Mr. Thompson living near the town 
here, and I understand he has tenements in Browns- 
town, and I am not sure that there is not a dispute 
about a field for which he gives receipts, and for which 
we are not receiving any rent. That is to be ascer- 
tained when Mr. Vaughan comes down. 

198. What are the other receipts besides those from 
land to which the Town Commissioners are entitled. I 
see ouncel tolls set down at £11 4s. 5 d . ; have you a 
market here? — Yes, we have a market here; fine 
market sheds and every convenience. 

199. Are there tolls paid for that market? — We 
have no tolls in the market. Those tolls are only for 
weighing. 

200. You are, 1 believe, the weighmaster, and you 
have a market, but have no market tolls 1— No, we 
have not ; the market is free. 

201. The tolls for weighing are, I suppose, all col- 



lected by you as weighmaster at the Town Commis- 
sioners’ weighing machine? — Yes; theyliavealso cranes 
for corn and butter. 

202. Then besides the £11 4s. 5 d. ouncel tolls do 
you not get £9 3s. id. for weighing corn, and £1 18g. 
9 \d. for weighing butter at the crane ? — Yes. 

203. Tlie next item is for dog tax? — Yes, £4 18s. 6d. 
Mi\ Wingfield sends the amount into the bank direct 
to the credit of the Town Commissioners. Then there 
are the petty sessions fines. I get no list ; I simply 
get the treasurer’s account. The auditor remarked at 
the last audit that we were not now getting the pre- 
vious amount of fines. The fines in our own court 
were £5 11s. 3d. 

204. Those are fines for drunkenness ? — Yes. Those 
are all the extra items of receipts we have. 

205. What was that surcharge of £4 12s. for? — It 
was made on the account of the sewer contractor, and 
was a payment made to Mr. Davis. 

206. Over tlie amount of his contract? — Yes. 

207. Eight pounds two shillings was a payment made 
to Mr. James Plunkett, being law expenses incurred 
by him for the Town Commissioners in reference to a 
surcharge by the previous auditor, Mr. Finlay, of the 
sum of £28 to Messrs. Malone and Brennan. This was 
law expense incurred in resisting that surcharge? — Yes. 

208. Has that surcharge been paid ? — Yes. 

209. Athough Mi’. Finlay was not aware of it at 
the time he gave evidence before the select committee. 
Have not all the surcharges made by Mr. Finlay at 
his last audit, and the surcharges made by Mr. Collot at 
his audit, been now paid ? — Yes, they are now all paid. 

210. I see there is building stone from Quarry-bank 
which produces £2 5s. ? — Yes. The Quarry-bank is 
finished, so that there is no more to come from that 
source. The Town Commissioner’s had a quarry, and 
they found that it did not pay, and these sums that 
appear hi this and the previous audit are sums that 
remained outstanding for stones. The Town Commis- 
sioners ceased to work the quarry because it did not 

Pay- 

211. Was this £1 16s. 6d., “ drainage of houses,” a 
repayment from parties for work done for them? — 
Yes, for work we have done in connecting houses in 
the town with the main sewers. We have very good 
drains in the town. There are three good mains, 
which are the main arteries of the town ; they are 12- 
inch pipes. 

212. Were they made by the Town Commissioners 
prior to the Act of 1874 — the Public Health Act — 
which transferred the sanitary duties to the board of 
guardians? — Yes, they were. 

213. I see that your receipts for the last year, as 
audited on the 14th November, 1876, were £1,121 
14s. 9cZ. ? — Yes. 

214. And your expenditure for the same period was 
£1,049 11s. 10fd. ? — Yes. 

215. Leaving a balance in the treasurer’s hands of 
£57 16s. 2d, 

216. In the agent’s hands one farthing, and in the 
town clerk’s hands £14 6s. 8&d. ? — Yes. 

217. Do you generally have a current balance in 
your hands ? — No ; sometimes you will seo I have to 
advance money. 

218. Do you pay all wages ? — Yes, and I pay all 
the accounts. They are very small payments ; they 
are inscribed on the back of the cheques, and countex - - 
signed by three Town Commissioners. 

219. I see that the cheques are made payable to you 
for small payments ? — Yes. 

220. And on the counterfoil the names of the parties 
to whom they are payable ax-e mentioned on the block ? 
—Yes. 

221. In larger payments the cheques are, I suppose, 
made payable to the parties themselves ? — Yes. 

222. Do you give a bond ? — Yes. I give a bond 
for £200 ; it is lodged with the treasurer in the Ulster 
Bank. 

223. The Ulster Bank is your treasurer? — Yes. 

224. Does Mx\ Duignan give a bond ? — Yes. 
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225. Is that lodged in tlie same place ? — I do not 
know. 

226. Do you make out all the accounts for the 
Town Commissioner’s ? — Yes ; all except the rental. 

227. "What is your salary ? — £60. 

22S. How much have you as town clerk ? — It is 
altogether. I am town clerk and weiglimaster and 
gas manager, and I have £60 a year in money, with 
apartments in the town-hall and fire and light. 

229. I see there is a town sergeant. What does 
he get 1— 10s. a week and a suit of clothes annually. 

230. Is he what is called town inspector in other 
places ? — Yes. 

231. Is he the person who has the charge of the 
streets ? — Yes; heliasto look after the ordinary business 
of the town. The scavenging is very well done, and 
everything is in good order - . 

232. Prior to the passing of the Public Health Act 
what did you do in the way of sanitary work 1 — We did 
all the work that we had power to do — kept the streets 
and the crossings clean, put down gratings, kept the 
watercourses and drains clean, removed manure, and 
watered the streets of the town occasionally, and until 
Mr. Collot at the last audit struck out the expense of 
keeping tire pumps in order, we always supplied water 
to the inhabitants. 

233. How marry pumps are there ? — Seven public 
pumps. 

234. In this last account there is, I see, a charge of 
£9 as per contract for keeping the pumps in order? — 
Yes. 

235. And that was disallowed by Mr. Collot? — Yes. 

236. He told you, I suppose, that all the powers 
and dirties were, by the Act of 1874, transferred to the 
board of guardians as the sanitary authority for the 
district? — Yes. 

237. Do you still water the streets? — Yes. We have 
a watering cart. He told me that everything connected 
with the surface we could do without any fear of being 
surcharged. At the first meeting of the Town Com- 
missioners he said it would be well for them to com- 
municate with the board of guardians. 

23S. Have you done anything since? — I don’t 
know of anything since. 

239. He was here, I believe, so lately only as the 
14tli of this month ? — That is so. 

240. The next charge is £4 6s. 8 <2. for keeping the 
clock in order? — Yes. 

241. Is that an annual charge ? — Yes ; there is thir- 
teen months in that — we pay £4 a year-. 

242. The town sergeant you say only gets 10s. a 
week ? — Yes. 

243. But I see you paid £7 6 8s. 8 d. for scavenging 
last year ? — Yes. 

244. Have you two regular scavenger’s besides the 
town sergeant? — Yes. 

245. What do you pay them ? — One of them 1 Is. 
a week and the other 9s. And we also had additional 
•scavengere last year. Our roads are very soft in the 
winter time. The Town Commissioners think it well 
to keep the town in a good healthy state, and they put 
on extra men, but all the work for the future will be 
done by the board of guardians with regard to the 
sewerage, and the pumps will be also looked after by 
them. 



which ought to have been lodged by the parties them- 
selves. He was obliged to refirnd that amount by the 
auditor. It has been refunded. 

251. Do you get Is. in the pound on the collection 
of the gas rents ? — I get none whatever. It is my 
duty to do it free of all charges. The town clerk from 
the beginning of the gasworks made out the accounts 
and collected the rents. 

252. How canre Mr. Duiguan to get this ? — Some 
persons among the Town Commissioners -wished to give 
him the collection of it. 

253. In the previous account there was a much 
larger sum — £13 17s. 3d. 1 — Yes ; there were several 
resolutions, and at last it had to be given up, and the 
collection was transferred to me. 

254. £7 13s. 7 d. He got 7s. 8 d. on the collection 
of that amount that should have been paid direct 
without auy fee. Did you give him any authority to 
collect it?— That 7s. 8d. was the per-centage. It 
should have been paid to me without any fee. 

255. So that on the gas rents which you should 
have collected he got £13 17s. 3d. ? — Yes. 

256. Did not the auditor surcharge him with that 
amount? — No, because the matter was in dispute. 
Some of the Town Commissioner’s wanted him to collect 
the rents, and some thought that the town clerk should 
collect them as formerly. It was for a collection two 
years ago. 

257. The per-centage on this £87 8s. 6 d. is on a 
collection made by him more than two years ago ? — 
Yes, the auditor did not disallow it on tire ground that 
some of the Commissioners had been favourable to his 
collecting them at that time. The only rents we have 
to pay ourselves are for the town hall and the gas- 
works. 

258. I see election expenses one guinea. I suppose 
that is for the election of Town Commissioners ? — 
Yes. 

259. A regular annual charge ? — Yes. 

260. £4 Is. 9 d. for a quit-rent ; that is on the lands ? 

— Yes ; the inland revenue make that charge upon us 
every year. , 

261. Poor rates, £30 Is. 0 \d. ? — Yes ; they are 
poor rates paid on the Town Commissioner’s’ pro- 
perty. 

262. Income tax, £4 12s. llcZ. ? — Yes. 

263. The next item is the interest on the loan of 
£2,400, at 4£ per cent., £106 13s. What is that 
loan ? — It was money borrowed on the security of the 
rents for the purpose of building the market-house and 
of putting up market sheds, building the gasworks, 
laying public service-pipes, erecting lamps, and so- 
fortlr. 

264. When was that loan contracted ? — Some time 
about the year 1853. It was by the old Town Com- 
missioners, and the interest is paid half-yearly. 

265. Was not the original loan more than £2,400 ? 

It was £2,800 originally, and it has been reduced 

by the sale of some lands to the railway company for 
£400. 

266. When was that do you know? — In 1860. 

267. Were the particulars of this large item of 
£97 11s. 3d. for general expenses all submitted to 
the auditor? Was he satisfied with them all?— 
Yes. 
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246. I see the agent’s fees are Is. in the pound on 26S. The principal item was, I see, connected with 

the landed property ? — Yes ; £32 17s. he got. the drainage works, £5S 17s. ?—Yes. 

247. And on the building stone account Is. in the 269. The only tiring that I have not yet noticed, 

pound — he got 5s. for that ? — Y es. and which appears on both sides of your account, is 

248. And there are agent’s fees on a portion of the the gas rental and the gas expenditure? — Yes. 

gas rents 1 — He was receiving a portion of the gas rents, 270. 1 see in this year’s accountyouget£379 18s. lOd. 

but the rents are now collected by me. gas rents brought into the accounts, and £17 16s. on 

249. He received Is. in the pound on these ? — Yes ; two other items, sale of tar and lime, and so on ? — 

it was £4 7s. 5 d. Yes ; we do not sell the coke now, we always want it 

250. He gets Is. in the pound it seems on every- ourselves. 

thing that passes through his hands?— Yes; there 271. On the other side the expenses of the gasworks 
was a surcharge about the lodgment of some money, were, stokers’ wages, £77 18s. lOd. ? — Yes ; we pay 
and 18s. was charged in the account on the money one stoker 15s. a week for seven nights, and the other 
refunded because Mr. Duignan lodged it ; the charge stoker 14s. a week for seven days, and we pay 2s. 6 d. 
of 18s. being Is. in the pound for lodging that money, a week to one of the scavengers for lighting tire lamps 
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Turn. . and. putting them out, and for taking cave of the lamps. 

.Vok. so, 1.376, The lamps are lighted from the 1st of October in one 
Mr. John 7 ear 30th of April in the next year-, with the 

Reilly. • exception of three or four nights before full moon, and 

the same time after the full moon, when we do not 
require to have them lit. The lamps are lighted till 
about half-past ten o'clock at night, which is sufficient 
for the people in the town. 

272.. How many lamps have you? — We have thirty- 
four lamps, and we got six more recently. 

273. Your expenditure for coal in this account 
was £331 2s. Id. ? — Yes ; and we had on hands very 
close on sixty tons of coal at the close of the yeax - , 
and we had not any on hands at the end of the 

274. What are you. paying for coal now? — 23s. 9 d. 
a ton for coals delivered, but these coals cost us 
25$.. od. at the railway station, and Is. 3d. a ton for 
cartage and delivery. 

275. You had sixty tons on hand at the close of the 
year i — Yes ; such a thing never occurred before — we 
got a lai'ge supply. 

276. I see here “Repairs at the gasworks, meters, 
lamps, ifcc., £103 2s. 7 </.’’? — Yes. 

277. The expense of new retoi-ts and repairs 1 — This 
was.au exceptional year. It had not been so much 
for three. or four years. 

278. One year’s rent for the gasworks £11 8s.? — 
£12 is the yearly rent of the gasworks, and 12s. is 
deducted for poox - rate. We light the police baxrack 
and the town hall fx-ee of charge, but of course when 
exhibitions come to the town hall they pay for the 
gas themselves. 

279. Yoxxr expenditxxre this year was £523 Is. 3d., 
and your receipts were only £397 14s. 101-d. 1— Yes ; 
that with our stock of coal, and the costof lighting 
the town will more than balance the expenditiu-e. 

280. The stock of coals we may take at sixty tons 
of coals at 25s. per ton, that woxxld be £75 ? — Yes. 

281. . And the cost of lighting. I want to see what 
you light the town for? — The cost would be about £3 
per lamp. 

282. For thirty-four lamps ? — Yes. 

283. Then assuming that the lamps are lit free, and 
that they cost you £102, that with £75 for your stock of 
coal in hand, and £397 14s. 10|t7., your receipts would 
make a total of £574 14s. 10W., leaving, with an 
expenditure of £523 Is. 3d. a balance in your favour 
of £51 13s. 4 !<?., an assumed profit on the year’s 
working of the gasworks ? — Yes. 

284. What is the price of gas ? — The price for the 
running quarter is 6s. 8 d. per 1,000 cubic feet. These 
last two years we charged 8s. id., for the auditor said 
the gasworks had not being paying since the rise in 
the price of coal. 

285. In consequence of the rise in the price of coal 
you charged 8s. 4 d. ? — Yes. 

286. fix this year’s account how much is it? — In 
this year’s account it is 8s. id. ; it is only for this 
current quarter that it is 6s. 8d. 

287. I see by the auditor’s report of the two last 
years, that you worked yoxxr gasworks from 1873 to 
18x4, at a loss of £101 6s. 10<f. after allowing'for the 
fighting of the public lamps ; and from 1874 to 1875, 
at a loss of £19 5s. 10£cf., so that you have been 
gradually bettering your position ? — Yes. 

288. Am I right in saying that all these coals, were 
got in the last year ? — They were got in last year. 

289. And there were no coals in hands on the pre- 
ceding year?— There were none ; I have the record of 
that here. 

290- .Fpr the first time, then, you this year work the 
gas concern at a profit ? — Yes. 

29.1. You never, I believe, have made any rate in 
Trim ’—There was never a municipal rate made in 
Tnm. The property was sxxfficient for all purposes ; 
the Town Commissioners felt their way as the rental 
was increasing, and lately they did a good deal for the 
town. We now attend to the footpaths, although the 
county surveyor says, it is the duty of the road con- 



tractor to have them kept in order, still we must do it 
becaxxse we cannot have the people stumbling about in 
the streets. We made some veiy good footways. 

292. What fail’s are there in the town ? — Fairs are 
held on the 8th May, 1st October, 16th November, and 
the 27th March. Tlxe October fair is a very large one ; 
the fairs are held on the Fair-green. 

293. Is that Fair-green the property of the Town 
Commissioners? — Yes ; and is at present let to a 
tenant. 

294. What size is it.? — Two or three acres. The 
infantry barrack is on the green, and the Government 
rent the site. 

295. At what rent ? — About Is. in the year. 

296. And at what is the Fair-green let? — It is let 
to a tenant at £7 a year. ; 

297. Let, I suppose, for grazing purposes ? — Yes ■ 
and for exhibitions that come to the town, such, for in- 
stance, as a circus. 

298. And the reservation that you have is for the 
fail’s ? — Yes ; fail’s are held also monthly for the sale 
of small stock, and these are held in the streets. 

299. The only fairs held by the Town Commissionei-s 
there are the foxn - fairs which you mentioned, and you 
do not levy any tolls at .those, and I suppose the Com- 
missioners have no patent ? — No. 

300. Is a fair held in the streets on the first Satur- 
day of every month ? — Yes. 

301. Has it never been suggested to hold these fairs 
for young and small stock on the Fair-green instead of 
in the streets ? — No ; there is no objection to having 
them on the sti’eets. • 

302. Do they not leave the streets in a very filthy 
state ?— The filth has. to be cleaned up immediately 
after the fair. 

303. Are they not complained of as being a nuisance '! 
— No, nevei’. 

304. Do not you think they are a nxiisance ? — No, I 
do not. 

305. I suppose the people who would like to have 
them on the streets are publicans? — Well, there is 
more than publicans — all the tradespeople woxxld like it. 

306. I suppose every grocer in tlxe town has a license? 
— Yes, they have, and some of the people irx the town 
sell everything. 

307. I have got a list here in which Mr. Plunkett 
is desexibed as a merclxantr— is he also a publican ? — 
That is a portion of his business, but only a small por- 
tion of it. He is extensively in the hardware and 
timber tx - ade. He is the most extensive merchant we 
have in the town. 

308. Do all who are put down here as grocers have 
retail spirit licenses ?r-r Yes, every grocer has a spirit, 
license. 

309. Up to the year 1S74, in fact to a still more 
recent period, you made all the sewerage in the town ? 
— Yes. 

310. You say you made three good main sewers ? — 
Yes. 

311. Do they sewer the principal streets of the town ? 
— Yes. 

312. Are there collecting drains from the houses to 
these sewers ?— No ; very few as yet. It does not do to 
do much of that work in the winter time. 

313. Since the passing of the Act of 1874 has the 

sanitary authority taken any steps to improve the 
sanitary condition of the town ? — No, indeed. As I 
told yoxx before, there was a necessity to make sewer- 
age, and they noticed the Town Commissioners to 
make it. Under the Public Health Act they sum- 
moned them before a bench of magistrates to make 
the sewer (one in particular that was very necessary, 
that was a great, nxiisance in the district), and the 
magistrates displayed great ignorance . of the Public- 
Health Act 

314. You say. that the magistrates did not appear 
to have any knowledge of the Public Health Act ? — 
None ; and they declined to make any order. 

315. Is the condition of Trim, in a sanitary point 
of view, tolerably good, with the exception of the 
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absence of connexion between tbe houses and the 
main sewers ? — Yes, it is very healthy and very clean ; 
but they particularly want good houses in place of 
thatched cottages, of which there are a good many in 
the town. 

316. With the exception of what belongs to the 
Town Commissioners, is the town the property of one 
landlord, or is it in the hands of a good many 
owners 1 — It is in the hands of many owners, unfor- 
tunately, and in the hands of a good many who never 
see the town or take any interest in it. 

317. Are there a good many dilapidated houses ? — 
Yes, a good many dilapidated houses. The landlord 
in one case, will not do anything. He would prefer 
that the houses tumbled about the heads of the tenants 
in order to get them out. 



318. Is this an absentee landlord who, you say, 
would prefer that his houses should fall into utter dis- 
repair, and that the people should leave them ? — Yes ; 
that is a fact. There are other people holding property 
in Trim who never saw the town at all. There is one 
very good landlord, Mr. Thompson, who has some 
cottages in very good order. 

319. He keeps his property, you say, in veiy good 
condition? — Yes. 

320. Do the Town Commissioners generally keep 
their houses in good condition? — Yes ; they generally 
have very tidy houses. 

321. I mean the town property, not the houses 
they live in? — Oh,- I do not know anything -about 
that. 
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322. Chairman. — You are a Town Commissioner? 
— Yes, and a civil engineer. 

323. Your name was mentioned by the town clerk 
as objecting to the signing of the minutes, as you 
thought that Mr. Vaughan should furnish the map 
without the names of the people being in it ? — It is 
not stated properly — with the names and the acreage 
and the value. 

324. What was your objection to the signing of 
the minutes? — Because Mi-. Duignan did not get the 
order in writing from the town clerk that was made 
on the face of the books. 

32.5. Was Mr. Duignan not present at the meeting 
when that order was made ? — He said he did not mind 
hearing anything about it. I objected to ask Mr. 
Vaughan to put on the face of the map anything more 
than the tenants’ names, and the acreage and the 
annual value. Mr. Reilly wished that he should put 
the names of the men who had it up to 1840, when it 
came into the hands of the Town Commissioners from 
the old Corporation. 

326. What part of the resolution did you object to ? 
— I took it to mean that Mr. Vaughan was to put not 
only the names of tenants, but the name of everyone 
who had held the land. I was for only putting on the 
name of the present tenant; but if he said that I 
wanted him not to put the acreage on it, he is mis- 
taken. 

327. What you mean is that you wanted only the 
names of the existing tenants ?— That is all. 

328. Did you wish the acreage to be on it? — Yes' 
I am a Town Commissioner since 1S54, except for two 
years, and it was always the case that as the old mem- 
bers died there was a notice brought in by the agent, 
and there was an order made to get that surveyed by 
the local surveyor here, and valued by three Town 
Commissioners, and I never knew a lot to come into 
the hands of the Town Commissioners without it being 
done. It is all on the face of the books. 

329. Do you not know that in that rental book kept 
by Mr. Duignan there is no entry of the lots held by 

the different tenants showing the acreage? It is on 

the m i nute book, but there is no summary of it. 

330. You do not want the back, tenants’ names 
entered ? — No. . 

331. Is it correct that, on being told by the. 
chairman of the Town Commissioners that you could 
give a notice of - motion, you prepared a notice of 
motion, and then, in consequence of something that 
fell from the chairman, who requested yon to date it 
you said the chairman was full of crotchets, and tore 
up your notice of motion, and said you had no influence 

there, and might as well not attend in the future? I 

did not say that I would not attend in the future. I 
attended when hardly anyone else would attend. I 
have attended as the fifth Town Commissioner to enable 
them to have the meeting. 

332. Difi you tear up your notice of motion ? — Y es ; 
he handed it back to me in a pettish way to date it, ' 
and he said that it was not a notice of motion, that it 



was a positive resolution. It is nearly eighteen months 
since the map was ordered, and he was to be ordered 
to fur-nish it at once. 

333. Why do you object to entering the, names of 
the back tenants ? — I object to giving a regular history 
on the face of the map. 

334. Did you object to the minute being signed be- 
cause Mr. Duignan said that he had received no written 
order from the town clerk? — Yes. 

335. Do you not know whether Mr. Duignan was 
present when the original resolution was passed ? — No ; 
I do not know. 

336. Is there any other point that you wish to draw 
attention to in Mr. Reilly’s evidence ? — He told you 
there were no connexions between the houses and the 
main pipe, but there are twenty-five houses connected 
with the twelve-inch pipes. 

337. I understood him to say that very few were 
connected with the main sewer 1 — He said none. These 
houses were connected, and the parties were charged 
for the making of the connexions. 

338. Is any money still due to the town commis- 
sioners for connexions made with the main drains ? — 
Yes, through the neglect of Mi-. Reilly in not collect- 
ing it. 

339. It would seem that from £25 to £30 must be 
still due in that way to the town commissioners ? — 
Yes. I wish to add that I suggested at one time that 
the fails should be transferred to the green, and held 
the same as the other fairs. 

340. Do you think it would be desirable that' the 
monthly fairs should be transferred to the fail- green ? 
— Yes ; I thought at the time that the green should 
be the place for the new fairs. 

341 . Did you give any notice of motion with regard 
to the transfer of the fairs 1 — No ; nothing was done 
except what passed in conversation. 

342. Your opinion is that it would be desirable to 
do so 1 — My idea was that when they grew large enough 
they should be transferred. 

343. Do you consider that the present fairs held in 
the streets are a nuisance in the streets? — They are 
always very dirty on Sunday after the fair. 

344. Are not the streets cleaned up by the Sunday ? 
— There is an attempt made to clean them, but a very 

. bad smell comes from it. . V 

345. The streets, , in your opinion, are not in a fit 
state on the following Sunday ? — No ; but at the same 
time I know that the' people generally wish to have the 
monthly fairs held in the streets. 

346. Can you give me any information with refer- 
ence to Molloy’s lot to which the town clerk referred ? 
—I am connected with the town . commissioners for a 
long time. In 1844, after the town commission was 
established, we were nine or ten years fighting with 
the old Corporation — trying to get hold of the property 
in some way or ‘other. The lots were not coming in , 
and it was a long time before we got one lot. I made 
one valuation in 1844 after the establishment of the 
town commissioners. Previous to that, Molloy had 
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possession of a lot from the old Corporation, and we 
made efforts at the time to trace out from the old Cor- 
poration any point that would enable us to take pro- 
ceedings against him, and get the lot. Mr. Fay, who 
was our solicitor at the time, came here and went over 
the books, trying if we could in any way establish a 
claim against this Molloy’s lot. We couid not do so, 
however, and the claim was dropped. Here is Mr. 
Fay’s notes (handing in the solicitor’s notes to show 
that the town commissioners made every effort to estab- 
lish a claim). We got opinions on the subject at a 
subsequent peiiod. 

347. In what year was that? — In 1867 or 1868. 

348. In 1 835 the commissioners made their report — 
the commissioners employed to report on the state of 
the Corporations in Ireland — and they reported that 
Trim stood in a peculiar position ; that the Corpora- 
tion of Trim held all the property that they had 
in the year 1700 ; and they compliment the town 
commissioners of Trim on not having lost any of their 
property. The object of this (the solicitor’s book), you 
say, is to show that the town commissioners tried to 
trace the connexion with this lot ? — Yes; to show that 
they did not neglect it. 

349. You are a surveyor and civil engineei - , and you 
valued the town in 1S44 ? — Yes. 

350. Did you value the town commissioners’ pro- 
perty ? — The town only — the houses. The old town 
commissioners objected to the preliminary proceedings 
that the inhabitants took to establish the town com- 
missioners under the 9th Geo. IV. 

351. Living in the townhaveyou a pretty good idea 
of the value of property in the town 1 — Yes. 

352. How much is the land worth per acre ? — There 
was hardly a lot valued since I was a town commis- 
sioner that I was not one of the three who were sent 
out to value it. They are all let at a fan - value. 

353. You say you were one of the Commissioners 
generally who valued the land? — Yes, generally, 
because I was a valuator. 

354. Is the land of the Town Commissioners let at 
anything like its fair value as the land goes? — It is 
let at a fair reasonable value to the tenants. 

355. If that land was let by public tender, would 
it not let at a higher rent ? — It would now on account 
of the improvements that the tenants made on it. 

356. Take the lots let in 186S to Thomas Fox, 
what are they worth? — At the present time or at 
the time they were let? One-half of that land was a 
lake in my memory. After it dropped into the hands 
of the old Corporation he sold his interest in it. 

357. How much did he get for his interest ? — I do 
not know. The Town Commissioners then spent 
money on draining the place ; the bulk of it was 
covered with water in winter, it was dry in summer. 

358. Very good land might be covered with water 
at a certain season of the year ? — The one-half of the 



land was like the bottom of a lake that you would 
dry. 

359. "What would you give for it? — I would not 
give a shilling more than was given for it at the time 
it was first let. 

360. How much in 1868 ? What was it worth 
eight years ago ? — It was worth about thirty shillings, 
an acre at that time. There was a lease for twelve 
years given. 

361. Did you not let it at twenty-one shillings per 
acre ? — Mr. Ball was our counsel when the attempt 
was made to take the whole of the property from us, 
and he advised us to get in all outstanding lots. He 
told us to get hold of Parsons’ lot, and we gave ln'm 
payment for surrendering Parsons’ lot to us. 

362. If the land was worth more than when the 
lease was granted, would it not be much better that , 
Taylor’s lease should have been suffered to expire in- 
stead of granting a fresh lease, which resulted in there 
being nineteen years more to run against the Corpo- 
ration at a rent below its real value ? — It would be but 
for the reason that I have given. I induced Mr. Fox 
to come in and surrender it, and that was allowed him 
for his interest in one lease. We got £100 we would 
not be entitled to at all for this eleven years. 

363. That life was not running against you 1 — It 
was. 

364. He had surrendered his right absolutely for 
£60 ? — He sold it to another person and not to us. 

365. Town Clerk. — That Parsons surrendered to 
another. 

366. Witness. — Mr. Reilly is not stating the fact. 
We had a lawsuit about that. He said, “ I’ll pay you 
no rent for it,” and we lost £400 contending for that. 
Judge Ball was our leading counsel, and he said,. 
“ There are nine or ten lots out, and you should go 
and get round the people who have these. Try to 
make terms with them or you may lose it altogether.” 

367. You say you were acting under Judge Ball’s 
advice ? — Yes ; Mr. Reilly knows nothing about it. 

368. We will refer to the records of the Corpora- 
tion, and see which is true. What I understand is 
this, that Parsons actually came and surrendered his 
lease to the Town Commissioners ? — He had no 
lease. 

369. Fox came in and surrendered his lease ? — We 
got nearly £100 for that that we were not entitled to,, 
and we allowed him for that. 

370. Did you value the land sold to the railway 

company ? — I acted on the part of the Town Commis- 
sioners. . 

371. How much was sold to the railway company? 
— I think about four acres and some perches. 

372. And what did they give you per acre for it ? — I 
valued it, and Sir John M'Neill came down and made- 
arrangements and settled with the tenants, 

(End of first day.) 
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373. Chairman. — Are you not aware of any in- 
stances of lands falling in on the death of an old 
grantee which, in any way whatever, had been granted 
to the Town Commissioners ? — No ; there were two or 
three who got renewals of land that they held for a 
long time previous. 

374. They got renewals of old leases ? — Renewals of 
old leases. They were in possession of the lands, and 
we did not eject them. 

375. Were they all sub-lessees of the original 
grantees? — Yes. 

37 6. Have you ever known instances in which they 
got these grants and sold them shortly afterwards ? — 
There was one instance, but he was not a Town Com- 
missioner when he got the land. It was one of the 



lots sold by competition, and he got it at £3 an acre,, 
and there was a vacancy among the Commissioners to- 
which he was elected afterwards. He found, during 
the time that he was a Commissioner, that he could 
make nothing of the land, and he gave it to another 
man. 

377. You let that lot, you say, by advertisement ? 
— Yes. 

378. By advertisement in the newspapers? — No- 
By placards. 

379. In what year was that? — In 1858. 

380. Were Chambers’ lands then let to the highest 
bidder ? — Yes. 

381. And how long afterwards were the rents re- 
duced? — Ten years afterwards. 



Printed image digitised by the. University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



177 



382. Were you not the person who moved that 
they should be reduced ? — I think so. 

383. Why did you do so ? —I thought that the com- 
petition put up the lands, that were let at that time, 
too high, and I proposed the reduction. 

384. Was it in 1858 that these lands were let to 
these people ? — Yes ; those were the only lots let by 
competition. 

385. And they were reduced afterwards ? — Yes. 

386. Gan you tell me what they were reduced to? — 
They were reduced by 10s. an acre. 

387. Can you give me the amount of the rental and 
the valuation? — The rental is £665 12s. 6 d., and the 
valuation is £564 10s. 

388. Were you the valuator for the railway when 
you made your award? — No, nor for a long time after- 
wards. 

389. After you had valued on behalf of the Town 
Commissioners did the railway company ask you to 
become valuator for them? — Yes. Along time sub- 
sequently. 

390. You got £300 for the lands sold to the rail- 
way company — how much of that £300 did you give 
to the tenants as compensation? — Not a shilling. They 
agreed to take a reduction of the rent as a compensa- 
tion for the loss of the land. 

391. You sold 3a. 3r. 28p. for £300, and you lost, 
I believe, about £8 on the rent ? — Yes, and I 
think it was a very good bargain. We sold it very 
high. 

392. How much land did King give up ? — 
1a. 0e. 12p. 

393. And what rent did he pay for his land ? — 27s. 
an acre. 

394. Did you take half an acre from Patrick Ken- 
nedy? How much did he pay per acre? How many 
acres did he hold ? — About seven acres. 

.395. And what rent was paid for that land of 
which the railway took half an acre ? — Beyond £2. 

396. Something over £2 an acre? — Yes. 

397. How much did Bryan Waters give up ? — The 
portion for the road, 3k. 19p. The railway ran zig- 
zag through the boundary of this holding. He would 
be entitled to £11 or £12 for his interest in the land. 

398. You reduced the rent, did you not, by £1 
2s. Id. 1 — Yes; some of the tenants said we were not 
reducing them enough, and there were some alterations 
made at the time. 

399. You say that you have been a Town Commis- 
sioner, with very little exception, since 1854? — Yes. 

400. And during that time you say you never knew 
any land falling in to the Town Commissioners being 
let to Town Commissioners? — No lands foiling in. 

401. Do you remember the lot on the Kells-road 
falling about twenty years ago which I believe is the 
very lot we were speaking about as let to Mr. Kennedy ? 
— I remember that his interest in it expired and that 
he was treated like all tenants in occupation. 

402. Do you remember that lot? — I do. 

403. Was there a Mrs. King who offered £3 10s. 
an acre for it ? — No. 

404. Was there no offer made for it to the Town 
Commissioners'? — No; because the Town Commis- 
sioners held the principle that they would not disturb 
any person in possession. 

405. Had not she priority either as the widow of 
the previous tenant or as sub-lessee ?— : I am not aware 
tliat she had. We treated Mr. Kennedy like any one 
else. 

406. What was it let to Mr. Kennedy for ? — Some- 
thing over £2 an acre. 

407. And I understand that Mrs. King, who, under 
your general rule had priority, made an offer of £3 10s. 
an acre, and it was let to Mr. Kennedy when he was a 
Town Commissioner ? — I am not aware of it. 

408. Do you remember a Town Commissioner 
named Noonan ? — Yes ; in my early days. 

409. Twenty years ago ?— It is thirty years. 

410. He was a Town Commissioner, and did he not 
get a lot?— I heard he got a lot. 



411 Did he not sell it within a week afterwards ? 
— I heard that, but I am not aware of it myself. He 
was put out of the Commissioners. He was hunted 
out of the town altogether-. He was tampering with 
the property. 

412. You say Brennon had lands ? — Yes ; he got 
one of these lots by public competition. 

413. Did riot he get part of Chambers’ lot? — We 
gave them to the highest bidder. 

414. And he became a Commissioner at the next 
election, and still continued to hold the land ? — Yes. 

415. And got his rent reduced ? — Yes ; there was 
no opposition at the time to the reduction of the 
rent. There was a cry got up in the town that they 
should not have lands, and he gave up his to another 
man. 

416. What did he get for it ? — I do not know ; the 
land was too high and what he got must have been 
very small. 

417. Mr. Plunkett had lands ? — Yes ; he got lands 
by marrying a Mrs. Fyans. 

418. Did not he get a part of that other lot that 
belonged to a man named Cony, and also the house he 
lives in? — That is under a lease forever or some lease 
that we do not understand. 

419. He was not one of the original grantees ? — He 
purchased it. 

420. He pays, I see, £1 17s. ll|d. for the land, 
and 6s. lfd. for his house? — Yes ; that is an old grant. 

421. Is the original grantee alive ? — I presume he 
is. He pays rent for the house to another party, but 
he only pays that head-rent for the landlord. 

422. Is the original grantee alive ? — It is a lease for 
ever ; all the old grants were for ever. 

423. No indeed they were leases for life ? — No ; you 
are under a mistake about that. 

424. They were so granted under the by-law of 
1 705, to which I referred the other day. The lands 
were granted at the nominal rent of Is. a year and for 
the term of the grantee's natural life ? — That is not 
true of all the Corporation property, but only of the 
Commons in 1820, and it w:is merely to make £10 
voters of them ; the houses granted were all leases for 

425. I should like to see the lease of that house for 
which Mi-. Plunkett pays 6s. lfd. a year, and the value 
of it. What is it rated at ? 

426. Town Clerk. — This is the list of voters for the 
past year, and Mr. Plunkett is rated at £19 — £17 and 
£2. 

427. Which is the £17 for? — The houses, and £2 
for the land. 

428. Is the house and garden included in this 
6s. If d. ? — I cannot tell you. 

429. Mr. Christopher Duignan. — It is. 

430. Chairman. — I want to know how it is this 
house has not fallen in ? 

431. Mr. Malone. — Because there was a lease for 
ever. 

432. Did not Mr. M'Keon, who was a Town 
Commissioner, get lands? — Not when he was a Town 
Commissioner, nor during my time. He was proposed 
for lands, and Mr. Sheridan moved that no Town 
Commissioner should get lands. 

433. But had he not town land ? — He did not get 
it from the Town Commissioners. 

434. At least you will not deny that Mr. M'Keon 
and others continued to be Town Commissioners after 
they got lands which were vested in the Town Com- 
missioners ? — I cannot deny that. 

435. Noonan’s lease is here — there is no doubt about 
that ? — That was the most corrupt man we had in the ' 
town, and we put him out. The public spirit of the 
town got up, and he was chased away out of it. 

436. Was not Darling’s lease granted in 1850? — Yes. 

437. He had a lease of 2 a. 2a. 25a. for thirty-one 
years from March, 1848? — Yes. 

438. Town Clerk. — He was a Town Commissioner. 
His name appears here. Hugh Duignan was chair- 
man then. 

2 A 



Trim. 

Dec. 5, 1871V 

Mr. Patrick 
Malone. 
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Mr. Patrick 
Malone. 



439. Chairman. — What were Donevan’s lots 1 

Mr. Malone. — They were set up for public compe- 
tition. 

440. In your time ? — Yes. 

441. What do you mean by public competition 1 ? — 
Handbills were circulated and tenders taken in. 
Donevan was the man who got the lot. 

442. Part of Samuel Allen’s lot ? — Yes. 

443. Is Donevan the tenant now % — Yes. 

444. In each case that you let the lands by public 
competition did you not reduce the rents shortly after- 
wards? — Not shortly afterwards. A good landlord 
would do so, and we wished to be a good landlord. 

445. Were not Chamber's’ lands set at £3 5s. an 
acre ? — Yes. 

446. But they were reduced to £2 5s. an acre 1 — To 
about £2 10s. an acre. 

447. Toim Clerk. — Donevan’s land was let in 
January, 1864. This is his proposal, dated 14th 
January, 1864 : — “ I, Patrick Donevan, propose to 
give £3 15s. per acre for that lot of the North Com- 
mons lately held by Samuel Allen, deceased.” 

448. Chairman. — There was, I see, another man 
who offered to give £4. 

449. Mi - . Malone. — The lease was granted in 1864. 
He offered £3 15s. One other person offered £4, but 
he was ineligible, because he got land previously. 
There were other tenders — one at £3 10s. per acre, 
one at £3 5s., and another at £3 7s. 6 d. 

450. Henry Duignan. — I offered to give £3 15s. for 
the land. It was worth about that then, and I would 
give it now. 

451. Chairman.- — When were the rents reduced? 

Mr. Christopher Duignan. — In 1870. 

452. Upon the only occasions in which the land 
was let by so-called public competition — when 
Chambers’ land was let and this lot of Samuel Allen’s — 
in both cases I find the rent was reduced afterwards ? 

Mr. Malone. — Yes. 

453. Chairman. — One of the tenants, Mr. Breimon, 



parted, I am told, with his lot for £40. Was not that 
his share of Chambers’ lot ? 

Town Clerk. — Yes. When he sold it it was under- 
stood that the rent should be reduced. 

454. Did Mr. Brennon assign his interest in that 
land? — The counter-part lease is in the name of Mr. 
Brennon, and there is no assignment executed on the 
counter-part lease. 

455. There was no assignment, you said, executed 
except in one case — the case of the iate town clerk ? — 
Yes ; that was all. 

456. When did Chambers’ lot fall in? — In 1858. 

457. When were they reduced? — In June, 1870. 

458. Do you not now refer to another lot — -to 
Donevan’s lot — -which had been Allen’s lot, or were 
they all reduced at the same time ? — I will just read 
you the minute of June, 1870 : — 

“At the adjourned monthly meeting of the Town Commissioners 
the former minutes were read” by the town clerk and sigued by the 
chairman. Reducing rents : — It was moved by Mr. Malone, and 
seconded by Mr. Atkinson, resolved — ‘That the rents of Messrs. 
Luke Moore’s, Benjamin Allen, Richard Brogan, and Michael 
Kelly's lots be reduced 10s. per acre, and the rent of Patrick Done- 
van’s lot 15s. per acre.’ Then as an amendment to that resolution 
to reduce the rents — It was moved by Mr. M'Keown, and seconded 
by Mr. Leonard — ‘That the rents continue still as they are until the 
reply from the Lords of the Treasury be received.’ ” 

It would appear from that that a communication 
was sent to the Lords of the Treasury to see if they 
should do so. 

“ On a division the amendment was lost, and the original resolu- 
tion was carried by a majority of two votes — four to two. For the 
motion — Messrs. Bernard Breimon, Patrick Malone, George Atkin- 
son, and Richard Davis. Against the motion — Christopher M‘Keon 
and Nicholas Leonard." 

459. Is that the only occasion on which rents were 
reduced? — Yes. 

460. And the only two cases in which lands weie 
let by competition were those lots ? — Yes. 

461. One on the death of Samuel Allen and another 
on the death of Chambers ? — Yes. 



Mr. Bernard 
Brennon. 



Mr. Bernard Brennon examined. 



462. Chairman. — You had one of these lots of 
Chambers’ ? — Yes ; but I got that lot before I was a 
Town Commissioner at all. 

463. In 1858 ? — Yes ; I was not a Commissioner at 
the time. 

464. But did you hold it after you were a Town 
Commissioner? — I did. 

465. And did you then part with your interest in 
it to Mr. Kelly ? — Yes. 

466. And is it true, as lias been said, that you got 
£40 for surrendering your interest in it %-r- That is 
totally false ; decidedly false. 

467. Did you get anything for it? — At the time we 
got these lands we were obliged to pay each year’s 
rent in advance. I held it for three or four years, and 
Mr. Kelly came to me and I said to him, “ I am get- 
ting tired of this land, I have not time to attend to 
it, do you pay me the year’s rent that I pay in ad- 
vance, and step into my shoes.” I never got another 
farthing. 



468. How many acres had you? — Four acres and 
three quartei'S or so — nearly five acres. 

469. At £3 an acre, so that it would be about £15 ? 
— Yes; I paid that before I went into possession of it 
at all. 

470. £14 9s. 8 d. it would be? — Yes; that was all 
I got. ' 

471. You had 4 a. 3r. 12-ip., and got you say 
£14 9s. 8(2. for giving it up? — Yes. 

472. "When did you give it up to Mr. Kelly? — I 
had it three or four years ; I gave it up about 1860. 

473. Was there any understanding between you that 
you were to try and get the rent reduced ? — No such 
thing. It was never mentioned. There was some re- 
duction some time afterwards. 

474. At that time did nothing pass between you 
about reducing the rent? — No understanding at all 
between us except, “ Pay me the year's rent which I 
paid in advance, and have the farm; I am losing 
by it.” 



Mr. Patrick 
Malene. 



Mr. Patrick Malone recalled. 



475. Chairman. — You say that while you were 
chairman you recovered lands which people were over- 
holding?— Yes; there was a seven years’ notice served 
in 1863 to throw the onus on the person in possession 
to prove that the persons who went to America were 
still alive. We could not prove that they were dead. 
We recovered the lands then. We had a great law- 
suit. 

476. Yes ; that was referred to before as costing a 
good deal of money, and that was given as the reason 
why you would not contest the possession of this Mol- 



loy’s lot? — Yes, because it cost so much. In one way 
or other we recovered the whole of that rental, which 
was nearly lost like Molloy’s lot. 

477. Have you got that opinion of the Lord Chan- 
cellor which was referred to ? 

478. Town Clerk. — No ; nor that opinion of counsel 
which was referred to. Neither of them are in the 
minutes. 

479. Chairman. — £640 is Griffith’s valuation, I 
see, and you get £665 12s. 6(2. ? — Yes. 
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480. Town Clerk . — I am asked to read this resolu- 
tion : — 

“ September, 1863. — Moved by Mr. Sheridan and seconded by 
Mr. Davis. Resolved — In order to save this body from even the 
suspicion of partiality or corruption, no town commissioners in future 
be considered eligible to be proposed for any vacancy in a lot of 
commons in the possession of the town cpmmissioners. 



“ Amendment proposed by Mr. M'Keown and seconded by Mr. 
Leonard. Resolved — That Mr. Sheridan's motion is out of place.” 

The amendment was carried by a majority of one 
vote. 



Tbim. 
Dec. 5 , 1876 . 

Mr. Patrick 
Malone. 



Mr. James Plunkett examined. 



481. Chairman. — You are a merchant in the town, 
and one of the town commissioners ? — Yes. 

482. You are one of the gentlemen, I think, who 
got part of the land that was held by a man named 
Corry ? — Yes. 

483. Did you get 4 a. 3r. 13p. of Corry’s land ? — 
No; about two acres one rood. I got it by Vaughan’s 
valuation. 

484. Very recently — while you were a town com- 
missioner? — Yes, on 19th December, 1873. 

485. You paid, did you not, 45s. an acre ? — Yes. 

486. Was that valued by Mr. Vaughan ? — Yes. 

487. You also hold a house ? — Yes. 

488. How do you hold that house ? — There is a lease 
of it It is in Chancery at present. 

489. You pay £11 2s. 4 d. rent. To whom do you 
pay it ? — Mr. E. John Wharton. 

490. Did you buy the interest in the house you live 
in from Mr. Mulvany 1 — No ; from Mr. M'Cormac. 

491. Who did he hold from ? — From Mr. Wharton. 

492. Who did Wharton hold from ; how is he en- 
titled to this house ? — I do not know. 



493. Do you pay 12s. 2d.. head rent to the town 
commissioners ? — Yes. 

494. How is it that the lease has not fallen in? — 
I cannot tell you. 

495. Do you know nothing about it? — No. I have 
a lease for ninety-nine years. 

496. From whom?-— From Mulvany. I am the 
representative of Mulvany. He has a lease for ninety- 
nine years. 

497. Had Mulvany a lease for ninety-nine years from 
Wharton, and did MacCormac get Mulvany’s lease ? — 
Yes. 

498. Have you got the lease ? — Yes. 

499. For ninety-nine yearn? — Yes. 

500. Can I see that lease ? — Yes. 

501. How is it that it did not revert to the Town 
Commissioners ? — I cannot tell you. 

502. You hold two lots of land, one at £1 17s. ll^d. 
half yearly — that would be £3 15s. lOd. a year ? — Yes, 

5,03. Which is that ? — That is the first lot. 

504. For the other you pay, I see, £2 18s. 3 Id. 
half yearly, which would be £5 16s. 6 d. for the whole 
year ? — Yes. 



Mr. James 
Plunkett 



Mr. Thomas Kennedy examined. 



505. Chairman. — You hold more than one lot ? — 
V es. 

506. You hold two lots? — Yes. 

507. Were these granted to you or to your father ? 
— One was granted to my father. 

508. Was your father a Town Commissioner at that 
time ? — Yes, he was. 

509. Who was the other lot granted to ? — William 
Burnell. 

510. He was the man whose lot fell in, he having 
gone to America ? — Yes ; he sold his interest to me. 

511. For what? — For a consideration that I gave 
him — a sum of money. 

512. What sum of money? — W ell, I suppose I gave 
him — he had land from me and from the Town Com- 
missioners, and I paid him for about twelve acres that 
he gave to me ; afterwards I returned all his land 
except two acres, and although I gave him £200 for 
twelve acres, I charged him no tenant-right. 

513. You gave him £200 for the common lands ? — 
No. 

514. You held one lot from your father, and, you 
say, another from William Burnell ? — Yes. 

515. Who did Burnell get that land from — was it 
let to him by the Town Commissioners ? — Yes. 

516. Were you then a Town Commissioner ? — Yes. 

517. Can you tell me when it was — was it about 
’64 ? — About that time. 

518. How many acres did Burnell hold from the 
Town Commissioners ? — He held about five acres ; 
there is three acres to other tenants who pay him rents. 

519. How much did you get from Burnell? — Three 
or four acres only. 

520. You paid £12 for one lot and £14 0s. 1 1c?. for 
another? — Yes. 

521. Which is your father’s lot? — The £14 one. 

522. How much did you give Burnell ? — £200 I 
gave him to surrender the lease. 

523. How many acres did you get for this £12 a 
year? — Four or five acres ; there are two other tenants 
who paid rent for one and half acres. 

524. I want to know the quantity for which you 



paid £200, and for which you pay the Town Commis- 
sioners rent ? — 4a. 2r. 15p., and two other tenants were 
tenants of Burnell. 

525. Is 4a. 2r. 15p. the whole of it? — Yes. 

526. Which you purchased Burnell’s interest in, he 
having got a lease from the Town Commissioners ? — 
Yes. 

527. You gave Burnell £200, and he surrendered 
his interest in that lot which he had from the Town 
Commissioners, and that outstanding lease which he 
had from you % — Yes. 

528. How much of that £200 did you consider you 
were giving for the Town Commissioners’ land ? — A 
portion of it. 

529. I want to know how much of it ? — I suppose I 
gave £150 for Burnell’s interest in the' Corporation 
land. 

530. With regard to the lot which you had from 
your father, how many acres is in that ?— -There is six 
and a half acres. 

531. Then it would be nearly £2 2s. an acre? — Yes. 

532. That your father got when he was a Town 
Commissioner ?-^-Yes. 

533. Was he a tenant of the land before he got a 
lease of it?— Yes ; he held under James Taylor. 

534. Was there a person named Mrs. King, who 
also held under James Taylor? — Not that I am aware 
of ; she held under my father. 

535. Your father held under Taylor, who was the 
original grantee, and you say Mrs. King held under 
your father ? — Not the same land. 

536. Some other land? — Yes. 

537. Adjoining land? — A good distance from it — 
near to the town. 

538. Did Mrs. King make an offer to the Town 
Commissioners? — I was not a Town Commissioner at 
the time. 

539. Did you hear that she did ? — I heard some- 
thing about it. 

540. Do you know how much she offered for it? — 
No. 

2 A 2 



Mr. Thomas 
Kennedy. 
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TK1M. 
Dee. S, 1876. 

Mr. Thomas 
Kmmedy. 



541. Did you hear that she made an offer for it ? — 
Yes. 

542. Do you keep the land in your own hands, or 
do you sublet it ? — I have that lot sublet to Burnell 
at the same rent. 

543. At the same rent that you pay to the Town 
Commissioners? — Yes. It was so bad that I could 
not keep it. 

544. Was there any arrangement to that effect 
between you ? — No ; none at the time that he sold 
his interest to me. 

545. Is that all the land you hold from the Town 
Commissioners ? — Yes. 

546. Do you hold some surrounding land of about 
the same value as that which you hold from the Town 
Commissioners ? — The laud I hold from the Earl of 
Essex is very nearly twice as good. I hold land much 
better than the Corporation land at 31s. an acre. 



547. How near is Lord Essex’s land to Trim ? — All 
suiTOunding the town. 

548. And so is the Corporation land, is it not ? 

No ; it is at a considerable distance. 

549. What you hold is not a considerable distance 
from the town? — It is. The Corporation lauds are 
inferior lands ; they are not good pasture lands. 

550. When you got the land — you or your father— 
for which you pay £2 Is. per acre, was it put up to 
public competition or not ? — I am not aware. 

551. You have heal’d that Mrs. King made an 
offer? — Yes. 

552. And a higher offer than your father ? — I do not 
know. I heard she made an offer, and at the time 
she did so it was disposed of to another, and entered 
on the books. 

553. Have you not heard that she made a higher 
offer ? — I have not. 



Mr. C. P. 
Doignan. 



Mr. Christopher Patrick Duignan examined. 



554. Chairman. — You are the agent of the Trim 
Town Commissioner’s? — Yes. 

555. And have been, I believe, since 1843 1 — Yes. 
In 1847 I received the first rent. I was appointed 
treasurer in 1843. 

556. Are you treasurer as well as agent ? — I was 
at that time, when there was no bank. 

557. Since that time have you received all the 
rents of the Corporation ? — Yes. 

558. Have you got a list of all the tenants ? — Yes. 

559. Besides this one which you handed me the 
other day have you got a list from the commencement ? 
— Yes, when they come in. 

560. In the year 1843 was there a list of the 
tenants handed to you ? — There was only one tenant. 
John King was the first man who paid me money for 
land. He paid one and a half year’s rent in 1844. 
That was the first lot that dropped into the new 
Town Commissioners. 

561. Had that lease been granted to King, or was it 
granted after you became agent ? — I do not know the 
date when it was granted. 

562. Was it granted whilst you were agent? — Yes. 

563. In 1843? — Yes. Some of the lands were let 
to the then Corporation members at the nominal rent 
of Is. in order to give them power to vote. 

564. The bulk of the Corporation lands were let at 
the time you came into office? — There was only one 
lot not let. 

565. The Corporation lands, in round figures, are 
about 480 acres?— Yes. 

566. Who were they held by when you became 
agent ? — They were let out to the old Corporation, who 
paid no rent. 

567. To members of the old Corporation? — Yes. 

568. Freemen and burgesses ? — Yes. 

569. And they paid Is. a year for each of their 
holdings 1 — Some did, and some did not. 

570. Did you ever receive any of these s hillin gs? — 
Yes ; from some of them. 

571. I do not see any shillings entered here. Did 
any of them ever pay their Is. a year ? — Some of them 
paid it to me afterwards. 

572. Not at that time? — No; nor for a longtime 
afterwards. 

573. Did not the old Corporation get at that time 
even the benefit of this Is. a year ? — Yes. 

574. You never got any of them until 1845, and 
you were appointed in 1843 ? — I got one in 1844. 

575. How many lots was the property divided into 
in 1843? — I cannot tell you. 

576. You kept no record of it? — No. 

577. Had you no record whatever of how the pro- 
perty was distributed? — No. 

578. You never had ? — Never had. 

579. The first lease you say that fell in was King’s? 
— On the death of a man named Francis Taylor the 
burgess lot fell in. 



580. Was that let to King in September, 1843? — 
Yes. 

581. Did he pay you rent on the 25th March, 
1844?— Yes. 

582. And he then paid you £36. Would that be 
three half years’ rent? — Yes. 

583. Did you ever see his lease ? Did he not hold 
from 1843 till 1849 before the lease was made? — Yes. 

584. Was John King a Town Commissioner? — 
Never ; he did not live in the town. 

585. Richai’d Flood. Was his an old tenancy ? — No. 

586. Have you got a list anywhere showing the 
quantity of land held by each tenant? — No, only this 
one. We have a record of it on the minute book. 

587. You have no such book ? — No. 

588. Nor any means of making such a book? — No 
means of making such a book. 

589. You have been agent for thirty-three years, 
and have not a great number of tenements been let 
since then ? — Yes. 

590. How many of the old lots are still outstanding? 
— I think there are five. 

591. Under old grants ? — Yes. 

592. With these exceptions, have they not all fallen 
in during that time ? — Yes. 

593. Surely it would be your duty to enter on the 
rental not only the name of the tenant but also the 
number of acres held by each ? — They were all put in 
the minute book. I never saw any form of rental book 
but that. 

594. You have not got it at all events ? — I have not 
got it. 

595. Do you remember the order being made by the 
Town Commissioners — I think last September — that 
you should furnish the town clerk with the names of 
the tenants from the commencement of each letting ? — 
A thing that I could not do. The only thing I could 
do would be to refer him to the rental as I had it 
myself. 

596. Yon could at least have put down the names 
of all the tenants ? — Sure they are all here. 

597. The names of all the tenants in succession. 
You were there when the order was made 1 — I told 
them I could not do it. 

598. You heard that resolution (the town clerk 
having read the resolution ordering the list of names 
to be supplied) ? — Yes. I could not do it. 

599. Did you tell them that ? — I did. 

600. Who was chairman then? — Dr. O’Reilly. I 
gave this rental to the town clerk to write out, and he 
had the names on the minute book by which he could 
check it. 

601. Did you move an objection to the signing of 
the minutes ? — I did. 

602. What was the ground of your objection? — 
That I would not make out the return from the com- 
mencement of these lettings, which was ordered at 
the meeting before. 
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603. Dicl you say that you said so at the preceding 
meeting? — Yes; that I could not do it ; that I would 
give the rental as I had it. 

0 604. What was the date of the original grant of the 
land of which Mr. Ball, the solicitor in Dublin, re- 
ceives the rent, and of which another person receives 
the rent of the adjacent cottage? . Mr. Ball in Dublin, 

1 understand, receives the rent of certain lands, and 
a Mr. Donovan receives the rent of an adjacent cot- 
tage ? — He is Counsellor Donovan. 

605. Who was the original grantee of those lands ? 
— I cannot tell that. 

606. Surely you can tell that. You keep a rental 
book, and the original grantee was bound to pay you a 
shilling a year ? — I never got a shilling. 

607. You are paid to look after these things? — I 
am paid to get the rent as soon as the tenants are de- 
clared. 

608. How do they hold ? — They hold in some way 
that I could never find out. 



609. Do you believe that the lands belong to the 
Corporation? — I am sure they do. 

610. Why do you not try to get the land ? — I never 
knew who held it. 

611. Has no application been made to Mr. Ball, in 
Dublin? — No. 

612. Do you not consider it part of your duty, as 
agent to find out what land belongs to the Corpora- 
tion, and what rent you ought to receive for it ? — 
Certainly. 

613. If you find that land belonging to the Town 
Commissioner’s is held by parties who do not pay rent 
to the Town Commissioner's for it, it is your duty to 
look after it ? — Surely. 

614. What other land is there besides this ofwlrich 
Ball and Donovan receive the rent, and Molloy’s lot 
for which the Town Commissioners are not paid rent ? 
— Tli ere are no other lands that I know of. 

615. These are the only ones ? — Yes. Molloy’s is 
over-holding. 



Tain. 



Mr. C. P. 



Dr. Francis John O’Reilly, j.p., examined. 



616. Chairman. — Were you present as chairman 
of the town commissioner's when the resolution of 7th 
September was passed ? Do you remember that reso- 
lution being passed ? — Yes. 

617. Did the agent then state to the town com- 
missioner's that it was impossible for him to furnish 
the information ? — I do not remember. I have no re- 
collection of it. I do not know whether he made 
that explanation or not. 

618. Have you any information to give us with re- 
gard to the sanitary work in the town ? — There has a 
great deal been done. You will see the number of 
reports that the sub-sanitary officer made to me, and I 
have acted on those reports always. I think I could 
say for the town of Trim that it is better off in that 
respect than most towns in Ireland. Most of the 
houses are creditable to the people. 

619. You are the sanitary officer to the board of 



guardians as well as chairman of the town commis- 
sioners ? Have you reported nuisances to the board 
of guardians as the sanitary authority for Trim? — 
Perhaps in 150 cases. 

620. And has action been taken in all these cases ? 
— Yes. 

621. Have there been any connexions made with 
main sewers? — In so many ns could be made. 

622. Have they called upon the people to make 
them? — Yes. 

623. And have they acted upon such notice?— 
Urey have not ; they were brought before the petty 
sessions and the magistrates refused to act upon it. 
One gentleman was summoned and he refused to attend 
before the magistrates and no order was made in that 
case. The board of guardians have done all in their 
power, and it rests with the magistrates. 



Dr. Francis 
John O’Beilly, 



Mr. Christopher P. Ddignan recalled. 



624. Chairman. — Can you give me a list of the 
outstanding lots of which parties had grants for lives 
before 1840, and the Poor Law Valuation of each? — 
James Walker holds a lot of four acres — Poor Law 
Valuation, £5 10s. ; William Corry, £5 10s. ; Edward 
Parsons, £5 10s. ; William Parsons, £5 ; and John 
Hughes, £5 15s. 

625. Are those original grants by the old Corpor- 
ation ? — Yes. 

626. Were those all freemen’s or burgess’s lots ? — 
All freemen’s lots. 

627. Do you know how many acres these comprise ? 
— Edward Parsons’ lot is about four acres, and the 
others are from three to four acres generally. 

628. You may say about twenty acres outstanding 
on those five lots ? — Yes. 

629. Why are no transfers indorsed on the leases — 
are they not prepared by you ? — No ; by the solicitor 
in Dublin. There is no clause in the leases to prevent 
them from selling out. 

630. Why do you not keep a record of whatever 
transfers are granted ? — I do. I was ordered by the 
present town commissioners to put the names as I 
have them here. 

631. Why do you not identify the lots on your own 
rental-book ? — I have them. 

632. It is not on the face of your rental? — But I 
have it. 

633. If you had that there would be no excuse for 
saying you could not give the information which was 
asked ?— — It is recorded on the minute-book. 

634. Why is it not down with every lot ? You 
enter of course the name of the new tenant and the 



name of the old grantee? — Since 1866 I did that but 
not before that time. 

635. I want to know something about Mr. Thomas 
Fox. This lease to him is signed by you as Fox’s 
agent? — Yes. 

636. How is it that you acted as agent for Fox and 
agent for the town commissioners ? — Yes ; I was 
agent for both. Before he went away he gave me 
power of attorney and gave up his land to pay the rent 
until he came back. He was in debt when he went 
away. He held a good deal of land about the town. 
I did not keep the dates of his coming and going. I 
paid up all his rents — the rents of the corporation 
lands, and the rents of the manor lands that he held, 
paying upwards of £100 a year for them. He then 
wrote to his cousin, the Rev. Father Allen, and I was 
instructed to settle with Father Allen the same as if 
I was settling with himself. 

637. What I understand is this, that when Fox. 
went to America he owed money. Did he owe you 
money ? — He owed me the rent of the Commissioners’ 
lands only as agent. 

638. He owed you no private debt? — No. 

639. He asked you to hold and farm this land, and 
pay the rent for him ? — Yes. 

640. For your own benefit or for his? — For his 
benefit. 

641. Suppose there was a profit out of the land who 
got the money? — He did. I sent him money occa- 
sionally. 

642. How much did he hold when he went to 
America? — About eighteen acres of the Corporation 
lands. 



Mr. c. P. 
Duignan. 
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643. Any besides the fourteen acres ?— He held 
fourteen acres and some he got from Parsons. 

644. He did not hold that direct from the Corpora- 
tion 1 — Not then. 

645. Do you say that all he then held was fourteen 
acr es? — He was after giving up Parsons’ lot, and 
making an agreement to have the leases put into one. 

646. Did he make an agreement to get a lease of 
Taylor’s ? — Yes. 

647. Was Taylor dead then? — Taylor went to 
America a long time before him. 

648. There was a lot of 5a. 3r. 2 Ip. under Parsons ? 
—Yes. 

649. And 14a. 3b. under Allen? — From Taylor; 
he got it from Taylor. 

650. Taylor was the man who held from the Town 
Commissioners ? — Yes ; after his father’s death. 

651. And had not nineteen years of his — Taylor’s — 
lease expired ? — I cannot say the exact number of years. 

652. He had a lease for thirty-one years ? — Yes. 

653. And had Parsons a lease for thirty-one year's ? 
— A lease for liis life. 

654. Yes ; he was one of the old grantees? — Yes. 

655. In what year did this man Fox go to America ? 
— I have not got the date of it here. 

656. How long was he gone when you got this lease 
from him? — Two or three years. 

657. Were you doing business for him those two or 
three years? — Yes. 

658. Was it by his directions that you applied to 
the Town Commissioners for this lease ? — Yes ; the 
agreement to give him the lease was made before he 
went away. 

659. When? — As soon as he wished to prepare it. 

660. When did Henry Parsons die? — In 1874. 

661. Parsons was not dead when this lease was 
granted in 1868? — No; he came in and surren- 
dered it ; forty shillings an acre, I think, he gave 
for Parsons’ land; Henry Parsons died on the 21st 
October, 1874; Fox bought from Parsons, and he 
came in then and surrendered his lease to the Town 
Commissioners ; Fox surrendered Parsons’ lease to the 
Town Commissioners, and he was paying rent from the 
year 1S62, and so there was thirteen years’ rent paid 
to the Town Commissioners that they had not any 
right to unless Fox surrendered to them. 

662. Allen paid Parsons £60 for his lease in 1842, 
did be not ; and he then gave up the lease to Fox. 
Was Allen Fox’s uncle? — Yes. 

663. From 1842 to 1862 I want to know who paid 
the rent to the Town Commissioners for the lease that 
was surrendered by Allen? — No rent was paid by 
anyone. 

664. How much of that time was Fox holding from 
Allen? — I cannot tell you how long that was. It 
was after the uncle’s death that Mi's. Allen gave it to 
her nephew. 

665. And you applied to the Town Commissioners 
for this lease in 1868? — Mr. Fox before he went away 
made application to the Town Commissioners, and sur- 
rendered liis lease, and the lease was to be granted to 
him. 

666. How was it that it stood over till 1868 ? — I 
cannot say how that was. It was on the books that 
he was to get the lease. 

667. Did you go to the town commissioners and ask 
for this lease to be granted ? — I did. 

668. In 1868 1— Yes. 

669. Have you continued to hold this land ever since 
for Fox 9 — Oh, not at all. 

670. Who holds it now? — I got a letter from 

America, and before Mr. Fox died there 

671. Is he dead? — Yes. 

672. When did he die ? — About three years ago. 

673. Up to the time of his death did you hold it ? — 
After I gave it up to his cousin, Father Allen, he died 
in America. I held it till about 1872. I farmed it 
for him, and paid the rents to the town commissioners 
and to the Rev. Father Allen, and paid the debt he 
was in when he went away. 



674. Did he pay you a commission ? — Yes ; he paid 
me £50 a year. 

675. Was there any dispute between you and 
Phoebe Cony about some laud ? — Between her son 
and I. 

67 6. What was it ? — There was a lease made to her 
of a small portion of land — 2a. Ir. Up. — which is im- 
mediately outside the town. She sold a small plot of 
land to another party for £10, and she went to that 
party to sell a second lot. She came to me on the 4th 
May, 1863, and told me she was after being offered 
£10 by a certain party in town (who is dead since), 
but that she would have to give up possession of it at 
the time, and she did not wish to do that, as she had 
two cows. I then gave her £10, leaving her in pos- 
session as long as she lived ; and if she lived after me, 
she was to make the best hand she could of it. I was 
not to go in until after her death, and I gave her £10 
for her interest in the lease. 

677. Was it a lease for thirty-one years? — Yes. 

678. What was the date of her lease ? — 20th Sep- 
tember, 1861. She was the widow of the town ser- 
geant. 

679. She got the lease in 1861 ? — Yes. 

680. You gave her £10 for the reversion of her in 
terest ? — Yes. 

681. What age was she then ? — She lived up to sixty- 
five. 

682. Did you tell the town commissioners ? — No, 
nothing about it till her death, and I went in and took 
possession then. 

683. Was there any dispute that was brought before 
the board between you and Phoebe Corry about the 
matter? — No. It was about the land ; she was dead 
then. 

684. It was between her son and you ? — Yes. I 
claimed the land under this agreement, and there was 
another party who was to give them money, and the 
son or son-in-law went in and wanted to put me out 
of possession. 

6S5. What was the decision of the town commis- 
sioners ? — For me to pay the rent and hold the laud. 

686. And you hold it since ? — I do. 

687. You hold two lots ? — Yes. 

688. From whom did you get the other one ? — It 
consisted of five acres, Irish plantation measure, on 
lease of thirty-one years, at £7 10s. a year. I laid out 
£73 7 s. 4 d. on that £7 10s. lot before I got anything 
from it ; and on the other (Phoebe Cony’s lot) I laid 
out £40 besides the amoimt I paid her for it. 

689. That is not an answer to my question, and you 
know it. There was some land let to a man named 
John Allen; how did you get possession of that lot? — 
He owed me £30 when he went away, and he gave the 
lands up to me for the £30. 

690. Did he give you an assignment of his interest? 
— He had no interest. 

691. Was it not a freeman’s lot ? — But he was going 
away. 

692. How many acres is there in that lot ? — I sup- 
pose there is about four or five acres. 

693. Is that man still living? — I never heard any- 
thing of him since he left the country. 

694. Dicl Allen get a grant of that lot for his life ? — I 
could not say. 

695. Do you know whether he is living or not? — I 
am sure he is not. I never heard of him since. 

696. Have you ever paid any rent for it ?— I have. 

697. How much? — £5 a year. 

698. Who did you pay that to ? — The town com- 
missioners. 

699. Did you get a lease of it ? — I did. 

700. From whom? — From the town commissioners. 

I think I got a lease, but I am not sure. 

701. Town Clerk. — Mr. Hipwell got the lease, Mr. 
Duignan did not. 

702. Chairman. — Allen paid no rent ? 

703. Mr. Duignan. — No. 

704. Who holds it now? — Mr. Hipwell. 
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705. How much did Mr. Hipwell give you for it ? — 
£30. 

706. How long did you hold it after Allen went 
away before you sold it? — I think I had it somewhere 
about three years. 

707. Is that the laud from which Hussey removed 
the fences ? — Yes, a portion of it. 

708. Who gave lnm power to remove the fences ? — 
gixtv or eighty years ago it was removed by Mr. 
Chambers. He held Hussey’s farm. 

709. Was the fence gone before you got the land 
from Allen ? — It was. 

710. Did Hussey occupy the laud that was after- 
wards recovered by Judge Flanagan’s order ? — Hipwell 
has it. 

711. Did not Judge Flanagan make an order that, 
it belonged to the town commissioners? — Yes. 

712. Was there not some lawsuit before Chief Baron 
pigot? — Yes, as to land that was conferred on a man 
named Robert Francis. 

713. Did you not get possession of that land? — 
•Yes, I got possession of it after the row being about 
it. 

714. When was that 1 — I could not tell you in what 
year. 

715. Who occupies that laud now ? — Mr. Hanbiuy 
got it at £6 a year after the second trial. It was tided 
before Judge Monahan, and a compromise was come to, 
and Hanbm-y, who was then in occupation, was allowed 



by arrangement to remain in as tenant to the commis- 
sioners at a rent of £6 a year on a new lease for thirty- 
one years from 29th September, 1862. 

716. How was it that you collected gas rente ? — In 
May, 1872, the present town clerk was ordered to read 
the meters and give me the readings, and I was to 
collect the rents at five per cent. 

717. Have you got that order ? — It is on the books. 

718. One man collects it for nothing, and you would 
collect it at five per cent. 1 — When I was collector every 
collection that I lodged I gave the name of the man 
who paid it. Now no one knows what is to be col- 
lected. 

719. At all events this year the gasworks is a pay- 
ing concern, the audited account shows it? — We 
wanted to have one person to read the meters and one 
to collect the gas rente. The laud I had from Allen 
was leased in 1853 to Hipwell at a rent of £5 a year. 
It consists of five acres three roods, Irish plantation 
measure ; that was the only lease the town commis- 
sioners made of that land. 

720. No lease was granted to you? — No. 

721. How many years did you hold it? — I could 
not have held it more than two or three years, because 
I had to go through Mr. Hipwell's land that lie held 
in perpetuity to it. 

7 22. Did you pay any rent for it during those years ? 
— I could not swear that I did unless I had my books 
here. 



.Thut. 

. Dec . 5 , 1876. 

Mr. C. P. 
Duigiimt. 



Januaky 11, 1877. 

(Before the Chan-man, Mr. Corbett.) 
Mr. Terence Sheridan examined. 



'.Inn. u, 1877. 

Mr. Terence 
Sheridan. 



723. Chairman. — You wish to he examined, and 
you are, I believe, the postmaster of Trim? — Yes ; I 
am the postmaster of the town of Trim, and I object 
on principle to the letting of the corporation lands by 
public auction, because the demand is excessive and 
the supply limited. 

724. You have been a town commissioner? — Yes. 

725. For how many years? — I was connected with 
the Town Commissioners for about twenty-five years 
as auditor of the Commissioners and as chairman. 

726. Were yon the auditor before the appointment 
of a Government auditor ? — Yes. 

727. For how many years were you a Town Com- 
missioner? — I could not say exactly. 

728. When were you a Town Commissioner last ? — 
Five years ago. 

729. You say you were at one time chairman of 
the Town Commissioners? — Yes ; I was chairman 
twice — for two years consecutively. 

730. Were yon a member of the Town Commis- 
sioners between tbe years 1840 and 1854? — No ; nor 
for a long time after. 

731. You were not a member of that body until 
after tbe passing and the adoption of the Towns Im- 
provement Act of 1854 ? 

732. I understand you to say in this document you 
have laid before me that you have some practical 
experience of the value of the town lands? — Yes, I have. 

733. How — in what way i — As having myself held 
part of them. 

734. What land did you hold ? — I held part of the 
North Commons — part of Captain Mocler’s land. 

735. How much did you hold %- — Ten acres. 

736. What rent did you pay for that ten acres ? — I 
paid the trustees 27s. 6d. per acre. 

737. In what year's did you hold the land? — In 1838, 
1839, and 1840. Captain Mocler died in 1845 or 1846. 

738. You gave up the land, then, before his death? 
— I gave it up in 1840. 

739. Was that land partly pasture and partly 
arable land ? — Yes. 

740. Did you sublet any portion of it? — No; I did 
not. 

741. Were you a yearly tenant ? — Yes. 

742. And was it re-let every year? — No, every 
seven years. 



743. Did you bid for the land again in 1840? — 
Yes ; I bade for it every year. 

744. When Captain Mocler died his land in the 
North Commons, which you say was about twenty 
Irish acres, fell in, and, of course, the Town Commis- 
sioners took possession of the laircl and re-let it? — Yes. 

745. How did they let it? — I think in four or 
five lots. 

746. On leases for thirty-one years ? — Yes. 

747. Was it the same class of laud as the rest of the 
North Commons that you got? — Yes ; the lot that I 
got was a very fail - sample — a lot by which you could 
estimate the value of the whole of them. 

748. Was the land re-let immediately after his death ? 
—Yes. 

749. To whom was it re-let ? — To Matthew Cal well 
by William Calwell, 4a. 1r. 35p., from January 1st, 
1850, for a term of thirty-one years. 

750. Was he a Commissioner? — Town Clerk. — He 
was. 

751. Chairman (to witness). — Were you a Commis- 
sioner at the time? — No ; I know it was let by com- 
petition. It was agreed to divide the lot into five 
parts — four lots of about four acres each, and the 
balance. It was subsequently agreed that a co mmi ttee 
should retire to value the lots, and to select the names 
of the tenants. There were twenty-two applicants for 
the lands. The committee x-etired to value them, and 
announced that the highest offer was 40s., and the lowest 
36s. pex acre. 

752. Did the committee value the lots, on that 
basis, and at the next irieeting were the names of the 
persons selected out of the twenty-two applicants read 
out to the Town Commissioners i— Yes. 

775 3. Can you tell me whether any of those persons 
selected were Town Commissioners, and then present 
and voting ? — David O’Leary was pi - esent as a commis- 
sioner at that meeting, J ames KLeeley was also present 
as a commissioner ; Richard Neville was a poor fanner. 

754. Had he not some kind of a claim ? — Yes ; he 
was a tenant who occupied under Captain Moclex - . 
Bryan Watters was present as a commissioner. 

755. In fact all of them who got lots except Neville? 
Yes. 

756. Did O’Leary get 3a. 2r. 5p., at £7 Is. 3d. ? — 
Yes. 
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757. And Keeley, 3a. 3r. 5p., at £6 12 s. 3 cl. ?— Yes. 

758. Neville, 3a. 2r. 35p., at £1 8s. 9 d. ?— Yes. 

759. "Watters, 3a. 2r. 5p., at £7 Is. 5 d. ? — Yes. 

760. And Cahvell, 4a. 1r. 35p., at £8 18s. 9 d.1— 
Yes. 

761. You say these lands were a fair sample of tlie 
North Commons 1 — I do. 

762. For which you for what you held had paid at 
the rate of 27s. 6d. per acre? — Yes. 

763. At the time they were let do you think they 
were worth more or less than they were let for to those 
people ? — I think it was an excessive rent at the time. 
In fact, I may say the parties who took these lands 
had no other lands ; they did not take the lands for 
the purpose of making any profit out of them. 

764. You say you object to let land by competition? 
— I do ; I have always objected to it. 

765. What is your reason for objecting to it? — 



Because the demand is excessive, and the supply 
limited. 

766. With l’egard to the reduction of rent — this is 
only the third instance which we have had of there 
having been any tenders for corporate lands. On the 
two previous occasions we heard of parties who then 
obtained lands surrendering their interests, and of an 
abatement then being made? — Yes, I remember that. 
The only case that I remember is Brennan’s case. He 
was here before you; and he, in the most positive man- 
ner, contradicted the statements made by the town 
clerk. With regard to the cause of the rent reduction 
we know the value of the land was much depreciated 
by the potato blight, and if the commissioners had 
taken this into consideration at the time they would 
not be singular as landlords. I say they would have 
been justified in making the reduction. 



Mr. Thomas Kennedy recalled. 



767. Chairman. — Was this 8a. 2r. for which you 
pay £12 a year, let to your father originally, or to you? 
— There were seven acres let to my father at £2 Is. 
per acre. 

768. Irish or English measure ? — Irish. I pay £12 
a year for this 8a. 2r. 

769. You say that seven acres were let originally to 
your father whilst he was a Town Commissioner? 
— Yes. 

770. And you held it by succession from him? — 
Yes. 

771. He had a thirty-one years’ lease of it? — Yes. 

772. Did you get the additional land which you hold 
while you were a town commissioner? — No; I got it 



from Mr. William Burnell. I was not a town com- 
missioner at the time. 

773. That is the 8a. 2r. for which you now pay 
£12 a year ? — Yes. 

774. Is that lot of the same value as that you had 
from your father? — No; it was let to William 
Burnell., and he got a thirty-one years’ lease. 

775. How did you get it ? — He gave it to me. 

776. He surrendered it to you i— Yes. 

777. When? — I do not know exactly. I think about 
ten years ago. 

778. What did you give him for his interest in it? 
— I think about £150. 



Mr. John 
Neary. 



Mr. John Neary examined. 



779. Chairman. — Have you any complaints to 
make about not getting some land to which you 
thought you were entitled ? — No. 

780. What is your complaint ? Is it that you do 
not get a chance of bidding for any of the Corporation 
lands when let to others — because you do not hear 



about their being vacant ? — J ust so ; and many another 
as well as myself in the town. 

781. You would wish, I suppose, that the Corpora- 
tion lands should be put up to public auction ? — Yes. 

782. You want some notice to be given, in fact, 
whenever such land is to be let ? — Yes. 



Mr. Patrick Donnevan examined. 



783. Chairman. — Your name was mentioned to us 
the last time I was here as holding land from the Cor- 
poration ? — Yes. 

784. How long have you held land from the Com- 
missioners? — I think about six years ; I do not know 
exactly. 

7S5. Is it part of Samuel Allen’s lot? — It is. 

786. I believe there were a good many people 
tendered for the land when you got it ? — Yes. 

787. It is one of the lots that were said to have 
been put up to public competition? — Yes. 

788. How was it put up to public competition? 
Was it by advertisement in the newspapers or by- 
handbills 1 — By handbills. 

789. You have held the land ever since? — Yes. 

790. You were not a Town Commissioner, I be- 
lieve ? — No, I was not. 

791. Nor a relation of any of the Commissioners ? — 
No. 

792. What rent do you now pay per acre? — £3 per 

793. Was it not let to you in January, 1864, at 
£3 15s. per acre? — I do not know exactly. Mr. 



Malone and three Commissioners came down and saw 
it before I got it. 

794. Why was it reduced? — Because it was all a 
lake.. The three Commissioners went down and 
valued it. 

795. It was six years after you got it, I believe, that 
it was reduced? — Yes. For three years I had no 
crops in it. The river got choked, and the land got 
all flooded over. 

796. Do you know that another man offered £4 an 
acre for that land ? — Y es. 

797. And why clid you get it? — Because he had 
land ; he had land of his own. 

798. Did the handbills by which it was advertised 
say the lands should not be let to any person who had 
land already ? — Yes.' 

799. Would you like to let it to anyone else now ? 
— I would give it up. 

800. Have you ever been offered any money for it ? 
— No ; I keep a dairy, and it is useful for getting a bit 
of manure from it. 

801. Were you in court the last day I was here, 
when a ratepayer named Henry Duignan said he 
would willingly give £3 15s. an acre for it now?— No. 



Mr. I'lunkctt. 



Mr. Plunkett recalled. 



802. Chairman. — I want to know something more 
about the circumstances under which you hold the lands 
and house which were before referred to. You are 
rated, I see, at £17 for houses and gardens, and 
you appear only to pay 6s. l£d. ? — No; I pay £11 
2s. id. 

803. You are not the tenant of the Corporation for 



the houses ? — No ; I am the tenant of Wharton. The 
property is in Chancery. I pay the head rent for 
Wharton. 

804. I understood all the old grants were leases for 
lives, but Mr. Malone told us that the grant to Whar- 
ton is a lease for ever ? — I cannot tell you what it is 
for. I recollect that some years ago the Corporation 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



185 



put the matter into the hands of Mr. Foixl to try the 
title, and he said that he could make nothing out of it. 

805. Chairman (to Mr. Christopher Duiynan ). — 
Who was the original grantee ? — I cannot tell you that. 

80G. That is one of the faults I have to find 
with you — that you are not acquainted with matters 
nf tliis sort. You were appointed agent in 1813 ? — 
Yes. 

807. You [know, of course, it was your duty as 
agent to get a list of all town property, and to ascer- 
tain who were the parties holding grants for lives ? — 
At the time the late town clerk was here, he had a list 
nf all that. What happened to it I do not know. 

SOS. Was Wharton the person whom O’Leary held 
under ! — Mr. Plunkett — Yes. 

809. And you do not know of anyone else ? — No. 

810. Did Mulvany get a lease for ninety-nine years 
from Wharton! — Yes. 

811. Have you ever seen it! — No. 



812. And did Macormac then get Mulvany ’s lease 1 
— Yes. 

813. Is he living now! — No. 

814. How did it get into Wharton’s hands? — I 
cannot tell you. 

815. You hold from Macormac? — Yes; I bought 
the interest in the lease. I heard from Macormac that 
Mulvany had a ninety-nine years’ lease. 

816. Who was that lease from? Was it from the 
Town Commissioners ? — No ; from Macormac. 

S17. Mulvaney got Macormac’s lease? — Yes. 

818. And you had it from Mulvaney? — Yes. 

819. For £75? — Yes. 

820. That is the house you live in ? — Yes. 

821. What is the date of your lease ? — I cannot tell 
you. 

822. Have you got the lease? — Yes. 

823. Will you be kind enough to fetch it for me to 
see ? — I will try to find it. 



Mr. Duignan recalled. 



824. Chairman. — Have you ever seen this lease to 
Mr. Westby Percival ? — I did. 

825. It is a lease of two houses in Trim the property 
of the Corporation ? — Yes. 

S26. To Westby Percival ? — Yes. 

827. On lives renewable ? — Yes. 

828. And I see the present Duke of Leinster is one 
of those lives? — Yes. 

829. And the only surviving life? — Yes. 

830. Who occupies those houses? — A man named 
Lubie in one of them, and a man named Dalton in the 
other. 

831. Did you ever hold these houses ? — No ; I held 
Dalton’s house for a while. 

832. Did not your brother hold one, and you the 
other? — He is the immediate landlord of Dalton. 

833. And are you the immediate landlord of the 
other? — No. 

834. How did your brother get possession of this 
house ! — He bought the lease from Mr. Ralph Tew. 

S35. And have you dealt with these two houses in 
any way since Westby Percival’s death ? — Yes ; I 
received the rent up to within the last five years. I 
think there is five years’ rent due now. There is 
another portion of Percival ’s property — a portion of 
the Nitesbrook lands, about thirteen acres that belonged 
to Mr. Percival. Those houses in the town also 
belonged to him. Young Mr. Percival went away, 
and raised money on the property. 

836. You know perfectly well I am only inquiring 
about the property of the commissioner's and that we 
have nothing to do here with his own land ? — No. 

837. Do you say that Lord Duusauy is now the 
landlord of these two houses ? — He is the Tnn.n who 
receives the rent from the sub-tenants. 

S38. How did he get them? — He purchased them 
from the man (an attorney in Dublin) who advanced 
the money to Mr. Percival. 

839. Is he the son of the Mr. Percival who died, 

and to whom the original lease was granted? Yes. 

840. And is he now abroad ? — Yes. 

841. He has disappeared? — Yes. 

842. And you say Lord Dunsany purchased his 
interest in these houses from the solicitor who ad- 
vanced the money to Mr. Percival? — Yes. 

843. Did Percival ever come in and surrender his 
lease to the commissioners ? — Never. 

844. What do you say is Lord Dunsany’s right ? — 
He has the counterpart of this lease. 

845. Has the question of Lord Dunsany’s right 
ever been raised ?— -He came in to pay me the money, 
and I was told not to receive any money from him 
until these things were settled. I went to the solicitor 
of the town commissioners and he told me I should 
not refuse the money. 

846. Did you not suggest that Lord Dunsany should 
be accepted as the assignee of Westby Percival ? — I 
did not suggest to the commissioners. 



847. Did you ever see any transfer or assignment 
to Lord Dunsany, or was any such ever produced to 
the commissioners ? — Not produced that I heard of. 

848. Did not the commissioners, therefore, pass a 
resolution to re-enter upon the holdings for the benefit 
of the ratepayers ? — Not that I heard of. 

849. Have you, on behalf of the commissioners, 
taken any steps to re-enter or claim possession ? — I 
received an order from the commissioners to do so. 

850. Have you done so, and if not, why not ? — No 
answer. 

851. Wien were you first told, and by whom, not 
to accept rent from Lord Dunsany or his agent for 
these premises ? — By the commissioners at their meet- 
ing ; I don’t know the exact date. 

852. Did you ever receive any money from Lord 
Dunsany or his agent? — No ; because I would not 
be allowed to receive it. 

S53. Who was the last person that you received 
rent from for this place ? — Mr. Vincent ; the lease 
was made to Westby Percival who died. No one came 
in to surrender the lease. His son raised money on 
property, which included these houses, from a Mr. 
Vincent. Vincent paid head-rent for the houses after 
young Westby Percival disappeared. Lord Dunsany 
bought Westby Percival’s interest in these houses from 
Mrs. Vincent. The last person whom I received rent 
from was Mi\ Vincent, which was about six years ago. 
Lord Dunsany offered to pay the rent to me, but I was 
told not to receive any rent from him until the matter 
was settled. - 

854. What interest had you or your brother in these 
houses? — A man named Tew paid £4 Is. Gd. a year 
to Mi’. Percival. My brother gave somewhere about 
£80 to Mr. Tew for one of the houses. 

855. Has he since paid rent for it ? — He has paid 
rent ever since to Mr. Vincent, and paid rent last year 
to Lord Dunsany. 

856. What rent did he pay to Mr. Vincent and 
Lord Dunsany ? — He paid the same rent. 

857. Have you an interest in either of these houses ? 
— I have no interest in them myself, and had nothing 
to say to them except to get the rent. 

858. What rent did you receive last year from 
Vmcent? — It is a lease in perpetuity. 

859. In whose name were the proceedings taken to 
eject Dalton ? — In my brother’s name — in Hugh Duig- 
nan’s name. 

860. On whose authority? — His own. He set the 
house to Dalton who owed him six years’ rent. It 
was only yesterday he was decreed for the six years’ rent, 
and he is not able to pay 6s. let alone six years’ rent. He 
is to get £5 for giving up possession in the month of 
November, in addition to not paying the amount of the 
decree. My brother bought from Tew, and he held 
from Westby Percival, and he now pays rent to Lord 
Dunsany. 

861. Your brother has got a judgment in the 

2 B 



Jim. 11, 1»77. 
Mr. Plunkett. 



Mr. Duignan. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




188 LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 



Trim. 

Jan. 11, 1S77. 
Mr. Dnignatu 



court against Dalton ? — Yes; lie lias got a decree for 
possession. 

S62. Is your bond for £400 ? — Yes. 

863. And is it lodged in tbe Ulster Bank ? — Yes. 

864. Is it a bond with two sureties for £200 each 
—Yes. 

865. When was the last bond executed? — About 
five years ago. I want to get a new man in one case. 

866. Why ; is one of them dead ? — No. 

S67. Is he insolvent? — Yes. 

868. And you have not yet got a new one ? — No. 

869. [The Chairman here stated that Mr. Vaughan, 
the valuer in Dublin, who had been employed by the 
Town Commissioners, and whom he had requested to 
attend hereto give evidence both at the last adjourned 
inquiry and to-day, had sent an excuse on both occa- 
sions that he was too unwell to attend. He had, 
however, called at the Local Government Commis- 
sioners’ Office at the Four Courts after the last ad- 
journment on the 7th December, and had then made 
a statement relative to his valuation of the property 
of the. Town Commissioners, of the substance of which 
the Chairman had had a note taken, which he would 
read to the Commissioners and ratepayers then pre- 
sent, as it had not been made in open court ; and he 
considered it only fair that it should he read there 
before it was attached to the other notes of the evi- 
dence taken on this inquiry. It would, he said, be 
satisfactory to Mr. Malone to find that Mr. Vaughan 
considered the land which Mr. Malone had valued for 
the Commissioners to the railway company, and re- 
specting which some question had arisen, realized its 
full value.] 

Mr. Vaughan’s statement was then read by the 
Chairman, and was as follows : — 

“ Edward Vaughan, of 12, Rutland-square, Dublin, stated that 



he had been called in by the Trim Town Commissioners with re- 
ference to making a valuation of their property. He had tendered 
an estimate for such valuation, but this estimate did not include a 
map of the estate. The valuation is not yet completed, though Mr. 
Vaughan states that he has surveyed the property for his own 
information. No definite or written instructions were received by- 
Mr. Vaugban for the drawing out’of a map, although it was several 
times mentioned in a casual way that the Commissioners would 
require one. Had the valuation been completed, Mr. Vaughan 
would have given with it a copy of the Ordnance Map, but he 
would not construct a new one without receiving extra payment 
for doing so. Possibly the Town Commissioners may have re- 
frained from giving definite instructions on tins point, as one of 
their number, Mr. Malone, being a surveyor and valuator himself, 
evidently desired to have the carrying ont of the work. Thomas 
Kennedy, a Town Commissioner, rented a piece of land, consisting 
of eight and a half Irish acres, which would be equivalent to about 
13a.~2r. 23r. English measure. This land is vulued on the Poor 
Law valuation at £10 a year, or 25 s. per acre. _ In Mr. Vaughan's 
opinion this was worth fully 42s. per acre. Kennedy pays £12 a 
year rent for this land. In addition to this, Thomas Kennedy 
rents another piece of land of about seven Irish acres, or 11a. 2n. 
I2p. English, which is rated at 30s. per acre. Mr. Vaughan's 
valnation for this is 50s. per acre. As a general rule, Mr. Vaughan's 
valuation of the corporate property is about 00 or 70 per cent, 
above that of the Poor Law valuation; hut such a disparity (as in 
the case of Thomas Kennedy) between the rent received by the 
Town Commissioners and Mr. Vaughan's valuations does not in 
other instances exist. The property along the Kildalkcy-road is 
estimated as under by Mr. Vanghnn : — 



L. Moore, valued at 

B. Allen, „ 

M. Kelly, „ 

B. Brogan, „ 



. 00s. Oil per acre. 
. 00s. 0 (L ., 

. 50s. 0c/. „ 

. 47s. Gtf. „ 



1 ‘ The Corporation, for the last mentioned estate, in Mr. Vaughan’s 
opinion, are in receipt of nearly full value. For example, M. 
Kelly holds 4a. 3r. 11i>. Irish measure, or 7a. Sr. lOr. English, 
lor which he pays £11 17 s. Gtf. a year. Mr. Vaughan's valuation 
for this was £12 a year. Mr. Vaughan considers that the land 
sold to the railway company for £300 realized about its value. 
Mr. Vaughan’s private opinion is that the transactions of the Trim 
Town Commissioners during the last four or five years have been 
straightforward, as the public eye has been brought to bear on 
them, but previous to that ‘ it was a different thing altogether.’ ” 
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WICKLOW. — November 11, 1876. 

(Before Mr. Corbett, Chairman, and Mr. Exham, q.c.) 

A certificate was read to the effect that Mr. Halpin, the town clerk, was unakle to attend owing to illness. 
Mr. John Chapman examined. 



1. Chairman. — 'Y ou are the agent and collector of 
rents of the Town Commissioners ? — I am. 

2. How long have you been so ? — Nearly six years. 

3. The Town Commissioners are incorporated under 
the 9th George IY. cap. 82 ? — Yes. 

4. Has the Towns Improvement Act ever been 
adopted here ? — Never. 

5. All the revenues of the Town Commissioners of 
Wicklow are derived from real property ? — Yes, except 
the dog tax and a few other receipts. 

6. Have they ever struck any rates ? — No. 

7. Has - e you got a book showing what the real pro- 
perty of the Commissioners consists of? — Yes (a book 
and printed rental handed in). 

8. According to the printed rental of 1874 I seethe 
rents were £1,243 3s. 11., and this year’s rental is 
£1,235 4s. 5 cl., which is correct? — Both are correct, it 
vai-ies for every year, for there is always some small 
letting or place falling in. 

9. ITow did that difference arise ? — I think it was 
caused by the reduction of rent of a couple of holdings 
on the Murrough. 

10. Point out these two holdings ? — Those of James 
A. Travers, North-quay. They were £20 a year and 
reduced to £15, that is the rent now. 

11. Has the rental been an increasing one during 
your agency, or a decreasing ? — An increasing. 

12. But there are cases in which the rent lias been 
reduced ? — About three or four cases.. 

13. You remember the property held by Colonel 
Gun Cuninghame? — Y es. 

14. In the year 1874 that property fell in ? — Yes. 

15. What had his rent been? £3 13s. 10£d. 1— Yes. 

16. It became vested in the Commissioners in 1874 ? 
— Yes. 



17. What did they do with it ? — -They let it to the 
tenants in occupation. 

18. Did they let it to the highest bidder ? — No. 

19. Or by auction? — No. 

20. Or by public tender? — There were advertise- 
ments put in the newspapers to the effect that the 
property was to he let. 

21. Have you got the advertisement? — I have not, 
hut the town clerk has. 

22. You say that advertisements were put in to 
announce that the property was to be let ? — Yes. 

23. What tender's were sent in in consequence of 
that advertisement ? — I don’t think there were any 
tenders except two or three. 

24. Mr. Nolan (Chairman of the Town Commis- 

sioners). — I think yorr are labouring under a mistake, 
because there were other tenders sent in. The occu- 

pying tenants all sent in tenders. 

25. Chairman. — Did the occupying tenants all send 
in tenders? — Yes. All Colonel G. Cuninghame’s 
tenants sent in tenders. 

26. Did outsiders — those who were not tenants also 
send in tenders? — Yes ; those are the two or three 
persons I referred to. 

27. Was any of the property let to any but the 
tenants who had holdings under Colonel Gun Cun- 
inghame ? — No. 

28. Was it all reset to old tenants ? — Yes. 

29. Where was the property situate ? — In different 
parts of the Main-street and tom 

30. Were there tenders for higher amounts sent in 
by others ? — Only two or three, I think. 

31. Did they tender to pay a higher amount than 
the tenants had paid ? — Yes. 
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32. What did Cuninghame’s tenants pay in the 
'toss ? Have I it right here, £1G7 12s. ? — Yes. 

° 33 . Is it true that the aggregate of Griffith’s valua- 
tion of this property amounted to £300 10s. 2 d. ? — I 
believe that to be correct. 

34. Was the property relet to each of the tenants 1 
— Yes. 

35. Were all these tenants confirmed in their hold- 
ings ? — They were. 

36. What did the following tenants pay, and what 
do they now pay — Henry M'Pliail ? — £5 a year, and 
now £3 Is. 10<f. 

37. William M'Pliail ? — £5 a year-, and now £3 4s. 

id. 

3S. P. Fox ? — £6 ; and Miss Hamilton, his suc- 
cessor, now pays £3 8s. 9 d. 

39. Are all the new lettings on the property of 
Colonel Cunningham on leases for seventy-five years 
instead of yearly tenancies ? — Yes. 

40. ‘Dr. G. Halpin? — £5 15s., and 15s. for a yard, 
now £3 12s., and £1 10s. for the yard. 

41. Is he any relation to the Town Clerk ? — No. 

42. Joseph Fitzgerald ? — £7, and now £2 12s. 9 cl. 

43. J. Hepenstal ? — £22, and his widow now pays 
£2. 

44. J. Sullivan? — £12, and now £3. 

45. J. Byrne? — £17 12s. ; and his son-in-law, 
Robert Caldwell, now pays £7 10s. Gd. 

46. John Wisdom ? — £6 10s., and now £3. 

47. George Newman? — £6 10s., and now £3. 

48. George Smith ? — £12, and now £3 4s. id. 

49. William Williams?— He paid £6 a year, and it 
was set to a man named Maguire who is no connection 
to Williams, hut he had been a tenant of that house 
before Williams took it, and had been for years, and 
his father before him. 

50. How much does Maguire pay now? — £2 1 2s. Gd. 

51. T. Ellis paid £6, and now £1 5s., and the 
representatives of Dunn? — £20, and now £5 19s. 6 d. 

52. Mr. J. Chapman? — £30, and now £15. 

53. Is that yourself? — It is ; but I wish to mention 
that I did not get the whole of the plot that I had 
held from Colonel Gun Cuninghame. 

54. Who got the other portion of it? — There were 
four back houses that I gave up to the commis- 
sioners to accommodate the adjoining tenants with 
a rere. 

. 55. What did they let them for ? — They did not 

put any rent on them separately, for they gave them 
as a rere to the front houses that were to be built. 
These houses were behind the front houses. 

56. Were they given to them for nothing? — They 
were. 

57. And although these front houses had been re- 
duced in rent, these others were thrown in ? — They 
were. 

58. Who were the persons holding them? — They 
are now held by a Mrs. Dunne. 

59. Has her rent been reduced from £20 a year to 
£5 19s. Gd., and was she supposed to get your cottages 
at the back thrown in besides, which would be 
equivalent to £15 a year more ? — Yes. 

60. Then in fact not more than £15 a year is re- 
ceived by the Town Commissioners for what you paid 
£30 a year ? — Not more ; I told you that I gave up 
•a portion of my former holding. 

6 1 . Mr. Exham. — L et us see those leases — your own 
lease for instance will show what reality there is in 
the transaction. Tn fact I want to see all the leases 
with the advertisements relative to the letting of this 
property ; any tenders sent in by parties offering 
themselves as tenants ; and all the books in reference 
to the transaction. It was stated that they would be 
procured if possible from the Town Clerk’s house, 
where it was stated they were. 

62. Chairman. — What was Griffith’s valuation of 
the property that you yourself held under Colonel 
Gun Cuninghame ? — I cannot tell exactly. 

68. Mr. Exham. — I can ; for it is here set down at 
£40 (reading from a document produced). 



64. Chairman. — That is the 1874 rental. Is that 
the valuation of the premises for which you pay £15 
a year now ? — No ; that is the valuation of all I held, 
including the four back houses. 

65. Including that portion the use of which was 
given to Miss Dunne ? — Yes. 

66. What was the area given to her ? — Four back 
houses, each about 16 feet square, two stories high, 
and with a yard of about 3 feet behind some of them 

67. Then these houses were 64 feet in frontage, 
and 1 8 feet in depth ? — Yes ; including the 3 feet of yard. 

68. Mr. Exham. — Were you also a tenant of 
Colonel Gun Cuninghame for those houses ? — Yes. 

69. What did you let these four houses for ? — I had 
them let at Is. Gd. a week each. 

70. Chairman.— That will nearly make up the £15 
reduction ? — Yes. 

71. Are all these houses pulled down now? — Not 
yet ; but the building is going on in front, and they 
will be all pulled down. 

72. And are they thrown into Miss Dunne's hold- 
ing ? — Yes. 

73. Without paying anything ? — Yes. 

74. Who is Miss Dunne — is she connected with 
the Town Commissioners in any way ? — No. 

75. Neither the present nor the past? — Her father 
was a Town Commissioner about twenty years ago. 

76. How many Commissioners are there amongst 
those whose names we have gone through? — There was 
not one at the time the leases were made. 

77. Is Mrs. Hepenstal connected with any of them ? 
—No. 

7S. The reduction in her case seems to be greatest 
of all, £22 to £2 ; were they asked to make it? — Not 
that I know of. 

79. What was the value of the property she got? — 
I don’t know. 

80. Can you give me any idea why Mrs. Hepenstal 
pays now only £2 a year on a lease for what she for- 
merly paid £22 as a yearly tenant ? — No, I have no idea 
of it, but she covenanted to lay out £350 on it. 

81. If it was put up to public competition what do 
you think it would have brought? What would you 
have given for it yourself ? — I don’t know, but she 
has since laid out a good deal of money on it, and im- 
proved it. When she got it, it was nothing but a 
tumbled down old house. 

82. Mr. Exham. — Was she a yearly tenant then ? — 
Yes. 

83. And did she pay £22 a year for a tumbled down 
old house ? — Yes. 

84. Chairman. — Is Mr. J. Sullivan a connexion of 
any of the Town Commissioners ? — No ; he got his 
holding in a different way. 

85. How is that ? — A man of the name of Keely 
had the place before him and built the house on it ; he 
died and his widow got into bad circumstances, and 
was ejected. J. Sullivan then took it from Colonel 
Gun Cuninghame. 

86. At £12 a year?— Yes. 

87. But that does not explain how he had it re- 
duced to £3 a year? — The widow put in a tender at 
the expiration of the old lease on the ground that the 
house had been built by her husband, and that she 
had lost it by becoming hard up, and that she expected 
that the Commissioners would take- her claims into 
then consideration. 

S8. Do you know what she tendered? — I don’t 
think she named any amount, but she claimed the 
house as having been built by her husband, and that 
the Commissioners should give it to her. She and 
Sullivan then agreed on terms that he would give her 
a sum of money ; and the Commissioners then gave it 
to Sullivan at the rent they would have given it to 
her for. 

89. How much did he give her? — £75. 

90. So that Sullivan paid the old tenant who had 
put in a claim for it £75 in order to induce her to 
withdraw that claim ? — Yes, otherwise he would not 
have got it. 

2 B 2 
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91. Mr. Exham. — Do you mean to say tliat Colonel 
Gun Cuningliame got £12 a year for this property as a 
ground rent, for you say that Keely built the house that 
was on it, and they must therefore have paid the £12 
a year for the ground rent 1 — I will explain that. Mr. 
Keely was a builder, and he had a house on the ground 
at that rent, but it was falling down, and Colonel Gun 
Cuningliame would not allow anything for repairing 
it. Keely then threw it down, and rebuilt it nearly 
all new, but it was on the faith of getting it at the 
ground rent when the lease would be out. 

92. On whose faith?— He did it believing he would 
get it from the Commissioners. 

9 3. "What right had he to believe it ? — I don’t know. 

94. Chairman. — W ho is Mr. Caldwell who now 
holds for £7 10s. Gd. a year the property held by 
Byrne for £17 12s. a year? — He is a skimp distribu- 
tor and excise officer. 

95. Is he a member of the Town Council? — No, 
but he was at one time. 

96. At that time ? — He was, at the time the place 
was coming out of lease ; but not at the time of the 
reletting, because it could not be let to him when a 
Town Commissioner. 

97. You say it could not be let to him while he was 
a Town Commissioner. Did he resign for the purpose 
of getting this property let to him ? — Well, not that. 

98. Mr. Nolan (the Chairman of the Town Commis- 
sioners). — The custom house authorities required him 
to resign. 

99. Witness. — I heard tliat there were complaints 
■sent in about Iris being a custom house officer and a 
Town Commissioner at the same time, and that the 
authorities required that he should resign, and he did 
so at the time. 

100. Chairman. — And he happened at the time to 
get this property at the reduced rent ? — Yes. 

101. Who were the Town Commissioners who did 
resign, and who had property relet to them? — Wil- 
liam M'Phail, Henry M'Phail, Dr. George Halpin, and 
Mr. Caldwell. 

102. Were those all ? — Those were all. 

103. Mr. Exham. — All I can say is that Mr. Cald- 
well’s name appeal's on the town clerk’s books as Com- 
missioner on 25th March, 1874. 

104. Chairman. — You say that two of them were 
re-elected, was it at the next election ? — Yes. 

105. Who were they ? — William M'Phail and Dr. 
George Halpin. 

106. And Henry M'Phail and Caldwell were not? 
— They were not. 

107. Mr. Exham has drawn my attention to the 
fact that Henry M‘Phail, William M'Phail, and Dr. 
Halpin were present and acted at the meeting in 
April at the time when these leases were granted. 

[Mr. Exham read the minutes of the meeting of 
Commissioners held in the town hall, Wicklow, on the 
6tli April, 1S74, at which Henry M'Phail, William 
M'Phail, Dr. Halpin, Robert Caldwell, and John 
Chapman were present. There were sixteen present at 
the meeting in the morning, and it was adjourned by 
resolution until seven o’clock the same evening, when 
there were twenty present, including the above.] 

108. Chairman (to Witness). — You were not a 
Town Commissioner ? — No, my name is put down 
there as agent. 

[Mr. Exham then read the resolution of the 6th 
April, 1874, as to the granting of leases to Henry 
M'Phail, William M'Phail, Dr. Halpin, and Robert 
Caldwell, who were Commissioners then present, and 
to Mr. Chapman and other tenants.] 

[Mr. Oakes (Town Commissioner) said that the whole 
of the proceedings of that day were rescinded as the 
Commissioners found out that they were illegal.] 

The Chairman directed the following note to be 
taken as a summary from the minute-book : — 

“ At a meeting, at which Henry M'Phail, William M'Phail, Dr. 
Halpin, and Robert Caldwell were present, held on the 6th April, 

1 874, it was arranged that they should each have leases of their 
premises for seventy-five years; also that these resolutions were not 
then acted upon in consequence of legal advice obtained to the effect 



that it was illegal to grant leases to any existing Commissioners. 
The case was submitted to counsel, and his opinion was that it was 
illegal to grant leases to existing Commissioners." 

109. Do you know, as a matter of fact that these 
or similar resolutions to these were afterwards acted 
upon ? — Yes. 

110. Chairman (after referring further to the 
minute-book) directed the following note also to he 
made : — 

“ On the 15th of May, 1874, the resignations of Henry M'Phail 
William M'Phail, and Dr. Halpin having been received at a 
previous meeting, leases for seventy-five years were granted substan- 
tially upon the terms agreed upon on the 6th April, 1874, to each of 
those parties, and on the 19th Slay a similar lease was granted to 
Mr. Robert Caldwell, he having also previously resigned.’’ 

(To Witness ). — I find that the total amount now re- 
ceived out of this property is £67 5s. G<7. per annum, 
whereas Colonel Gun Cuningliame had it let to nearly 
the same persons as his tenants at £167 12s. yearly 2-1- 
Yes. 

111. So that there is a loss of £100 a year?— Yes ; 
but it might be right to inform you that in all those 
cases houses were either to be built, or old houses had 
been thrown down and newly built, or new houses had 
been recently built. And, moreover, the tenants had 
paid Colonel Gun Cuningliame a much lai'ger rent on 
yearly lettings on the faith or expectation that when 
his own lease fell in, they would get tlieir holdings 
from the Commissioners upon sometliing like aground 
reDt. That was the clear understanding between the 
tenants of the property for thirty yeai'S, and the Com- 
missioners. And as a lease was considered safe and 
its granting never doubted or questioned, the tenants 
built tlieir houses feeling as certain of getting the lease 
as if they had it in their pockets. 

112. But I am told there was only one new house 
built upon the property? — That is not the case. 1 
built four new houses. 

L13. Mr. Exham. — Did you rebuild the old ones, 
or build them new from the foundation? — I built three 
small ones and one large one where there never was a 
house before. 

114. That was' while you were Colonel Gun Cun- 
inghame’s tenant ? — Yes. I built them on the faith 
that the Town Commissioners would not take advan- 
tage of my expenditure at the expiration of the 
lease. 

115. Chairman. — Do you mean to say you built these 
houses upon any direct promises from any of the Com- 
missioners. If so name them ? — No ; but on the general 
understanding that existed between the tenants on the 
Corporation property and the Commissioners. 

116. Mr. Oakes. — There is a resolution on the books 
to that effect. 

117. If there is let it be produced. With whom do 
you say there was that understanding ? — I don’t think 
that there was any resolution to that effect, but it was 
believed and understood, and acted upon in all cases, 
that when the lease fell in new leases would be given 
to the under tenants. 

118. Do you mean to say that these houses were 
built and this understanding acted upon without any 
assurance from the Commissioners or any person re- 
presenting them that leases would be granted on the 
terms before stated ? — I do. 

119. Then if you had no assurance or understand- 
ing of the kind from the Commissioners or anyone acting 
for them, why do you say that the houses were built 
on the faith that a new lease would be given at nearly 
a ground rent ? — I do not know, except that I always 
took it for granted. 

120. Do you mean to say that there was an impres- 
sion orunderstandingon your mind, andthatof the other 
tenants, that you were to get the ground for which you 
were paying Colonel Gun Cuningliame rent as a yearly 
tenant at a reduced rent upon lease? — Certainly, at a 
reduced rent; but not in that way or shape, hut at a 
fair rent — at a ground rent for those parties who had 
built the same as if they were going to build, and for 
those parties who were going to build for the first time 
at a ground rent. 
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121. But yon were paying Colonel Gun Cuning- 
hame £30 a year before you built these bouses ? — Yes, 

I lived on it and I built on it. 

122. Then you paid him a ground rent in fact, 
and built four houses'! — I did. I built on the 
open space feeling certain that the Commissioners 
would not take advantage of my toil when the old 
lease would expire, and that. I would get the plot 
on the same terms as if I was only going to build 
then. 

123. You might think you would not have any in- 
creased rent upon it after your outlay, but then you 
"et it for half the sum you paid for it before you 
built at all? — But then I was getting nearly £16 a 
yen- for what I was giving up, which would bring it 
up and make it more than the rent I am paying the 
Commissioners. 

124. In what year- did you become the tenant of 
Colonel Gun Cuningliame at £30 a year ground rent? 
— About thirty or forty years ago. 

125. Did you pay Idm £30 a year ever since? — 
Yes. 

126. What houses did you build on it? — The house 
I live in, and I covenanted with the Commissioners to 
rebuild it, and I did rebuild it at a greater expense 
than if I were building a new one. I have built 
more than I covenanted to build, and I will build 
more. 

127. What sum did you covenant by the lease to 
expend 1 — There was no covenant to expend money, but 
I laid out some hundreds of pounds. 

128. Mr. Swan (to the Chairman). — Would you 
kindly ask him if it is not a fact that lie let one of the 
small houses in the front street for £20 a year, and 
that the man who took it rebuilt the house himself or 
slated it? 

Witness . — It is not. 

129. Chairman. — Have you underlet any portion of 
the property for which you are paying £15 a year l — 
Yes, a portion of the front. 

130. What do you get for it? — £20 a year ; it is 
part of what I built. 

131. Was it since 1S74 or prior ?— It was part of 
the house I built before Colonel Gun Cuningliame’s 
lease fell in ; but then I covenanted in the lease to 
raise the house to the height of the house I live in, 
and I have done that at my own expense. 

132. Have you got £20 a year for it ? — Yes. 

133. Have you sub-let any other portion of that for 
which you pay £15 a year? — I have. 

134. What part? — The part adjoining that. 

135. For how much ? — £10 a year. 

136. Is there any building on it? — I raised it, put 
a new roof on it, put in new windows, and repaired it 
generally. 

137. Was it built before 1874? — Yes. 

138. And you repaired it since ? — Yes. 

139. Have you let that for £10 a year 1— Yes. 

140. Any other portion let? — No-. 

141. So that you are paid £30 a year for a portion of 
what you pay the Commissioners £15 a year, and have 
your own house to live in besides? — Yes. 

142. What is the rateable value of the part of the 
house that you live in? — £24 a year. 

143. Have you any other property under this 
seventy-five years’ lease at the £15 a year? — Yes ; 
there is another new house not yet finished. 

144. Have you made up your mind as to what you 
will ask for that ? — No ; I have not. 

145. What is the valuation of the £20 house? — 
£16. 

146. And that of the £10 letting? — It is part of 
the other house I live in, and I set it to the man 
next door to extend his premises, and give him more 
room. 

147. Can you give me the valuation of that which 
is not let, and of that which is not built on ? — The old 
house was valued at £5 10s., and I raised it to the 
height of the house I live in. I built, another addition 
to the rere as large as the front and raised the front to 



the height of the house I live in. That I have not wick 
finished, or let yet. Xov. n 

148. Is there any other property comprised in the JIr 
lease of the Commissioners to you ? — None. Chapma 



149. Were there not some houses that were to be 
pulled down ? — There are some on the lower road that 
are set to weekly tenants, but I was bound in the lease 
not to set them any more ; they are to be used for stores 
to the front houses. 

150. That is another part that you have not men- 
tioned ? — That is connected with the lease. 

151. Are these parts of the property for which yon 
paid the £30 a year ? — Yes ; part of them is let with 
the front house that I let at £20 a year. My tenant 
gets one of the houses which is on a line straight down 
from his house. 

152. Part of this is connected with the house that 
you let in the front ? — Part of it is gone with the house 
that is let, and part of it will go with the house that I 
am building, the other small portion is an appurten- 
ance to my own house. 

153. Mr. Exham. — It was therefore inaccurate for 
you to say that they were to be pulled down ? — I gave 
them for the use of the dwelling-houses in front. 

154. You had these let previously at Is. 6 cl. a week 
each ? — Yes. 

155. It was covenanted that they were not to be let 
as dwellings, and they were not ? — Yes. 

156. How long is it since you had these houses let 
at Is. Qil. a week each? — IJp to the end of Cuning- 
hame’s lease. 

157. Chairman. — But why was it that you were 
not to let them for dwelling-houses? — The agreement 
was that they should be allowed to be as out-houses 
for the front premises. 

158. But what was the reason of that? — Because 
there was no rere to those in front. 

159. Were they in a dilapidated condition? — No. 

160. Why was it that the Commissioners objected 
to their. being used any longer as dwelling-houses? — 
Because there was no rere to them, and they wished 
them for accommodation of the houses in the front 
street, mid every one along the line was bound to do that. 

(The Commissioners then adjourned for the purpose 
of looking at the house property referred to.) 

On resuming Witness produced some leases. 

161. Mr. Exham. — What leases are these? — The 
old ones that were made thirty or forty years ago ; I 
went down and brought up my own old lease. 

162. The Chairman said they had viewed the 
premises and that they were satisfied from their con- 
dition, the Commissioners had made a very proper 
stipulation with Mr. Chapman, that he should not 
use these back premises any longer as dwell ing-h ou ses. 

163. Chairman. — What was the rental in 1873 ? — 
£1,108 19s. lid. 

164. Does that include the rental from the Murrogh ? 
— It does. 

165. Is that a large tract of land by the sea-shore, 
which includes the railway station ? What rent do the 
Corporation get for it?— -Is. a foot frontage ground 
rent for all that is let there. 

166. What do they get for the herbage ? — Nothing. 

167. It looks very good pastui-age for sheep ? — There 
is very little grass grows on it, and the Commissioners 
have often considered whether they would let it for 
grazing purposes or not ; but they detei-mined to keep 
it for the public as a promenade. They would not get 
more than £8 or £10 a year for it for grazing, and 
they would not forfeit the promenade for that. The 
militia also use it as a training ground, and it is of as 
much value to the people of Wicklow as the Phoenix- 
park is to the citizens of Dublin. 

168. I see that Mr. Francis Wakefield, of the 
Marine Hotel, has a fifty-nine years’ lease at £6 19s. 6 d. 
and another lease at £5 5s., that is £12 4s. 6 d., while 
Griffith’s valuation of the property is £65 10s. How 
do you reconcile that? — The rents are original ground 
rents ; and Griffith’s valuation includes the buildings 
on it. 
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1G9. Was it not let in March, 1858, at <£10 19s. 6(7., 
and ten years afterwards reduced to the present 
rent, £6 19s. 6(7. How was that '? — He applied for a 
reduction of the rent. It had then been turned into 
an hotel instead of a school, which it had originally 
been. I know that lie gave such an explanation to 
the Commissioners as satisfied them that they ought 
to reduce the rent. 

170. Who is Mr. William J ohn Nolan 1 — He is dead. 

171. But his representatives hold under a lease 
made in 1S69 to William John Nolan for seventy-five 
year's, at a rent of £15 15s., and it is valued at 
£45 10s. ? — Yes ; that property is in the main street, 
near my own. 

172. Was that a building lease ? — There were old 
stores there, but he built a now store on the ground 
to the rere of that block. 

173. Mr. Exham. — But at the time of the lease the 
valuation was three times more than the rent, so the 
buildings must have been there to make it valuable to 
that extent ? — Yes. 

17 4. Did Nolan hold from year to year before he 
got the lease ? — I think he held from Lord Powers- 
court before his loi’dship’s lease fell in. I think that 
there was 'some property fell in from Lord Powers- 
court in 1859. 

175. Chairman. — I scarcely find a case in which 
Griffith's valuation is not three times the rent paid 
to the Commissioners'? — Yes, in nearly every case the 
rent is for the ground merely, and the valuation is of 
the houses after the}' were built. 

176. William Donagh, his place is valued at five 
times his rent? — That must have been the ground 
rent, and the valuation must have been for the 
buildings. 

177. In 1867 a lease was granted to Mrs. Parker 



of house property, which was let at £3 a year, and 
valued at £20 a year. Explain why that lease was 
made? — It was originally an old preaching house, and 
the tenant afterwards threw that down and built 
another house. 

178. I want to know how he got this house in that 
way ? — That is the valuation of the present house — the 
one he built. 

179. Mr. O alces said that the building had been held 
by the Methodist minister, at a rent of 2s. 6(7. a year • 
that it had since been pulled down and a new house 
built in its stead, and that it was on that new house 
the valuation had been made by Griffith. 

ISO. Mr. Exham. — But take the whole thing, I 
find that Griffith’s valuation of the property in 1873 
was £4,09S 11s. 10(7., and that was let by the Com- 
missioners at £1,108 19s. 11(7. the same year? — Yes. 

181. Did Griffith’s value represent the value of 
Colonel Gun Oiminghame’s property atthetimethe lease 
fell in with the buildings as they then stood ? — Yes. 

182. Therefore at that time the existing buildings 
were there, which with the value of the ground repre- 
sented the valuation of £300 12s. 2(7., whether they 
were out of repair or not, and the Commissioners let 
them at £67 5s. 6(7. a year. Is that not the fact? — 
It is, but then the great hulk of these buildings had 
been built by the tenants. 

- 183. Chairman. — I see the exact figures of Griffith’s 
valuation for the Cuninghame lot on the 25th March, 
1874, in which year the lands were relet, amounts to 
£324, and in every case, except two or three, the 
land and buildings thereon were let at a seventy-five 
years’ lease. Is that not so ? — Yes, it is. 

184. Mr. Exham. — The extraordinary part of it is 
this : that in the few yearly tenancy cases they are 
let up to Griffith’s valuation in every instance. 



Mr. Francis Wakefield examined. 



185. Chairman. — I see that the rent of a lease of 
the Marine Hotel on the Hurrogh, which belongs to 
you, was reduced by £4 a year in IS 68, ten years after 
the lease was granted ? — That was because they had 
included in the measurements hits of land unnecessary 
for an hotel. The building was originally built for 
schools. A company was got up, and turned it into 
an hotel. These hits of land were entirely useless to it 
as an hotel. I lent and advanced over £3,500 to the 
company which came to grief, and I had a new lease 
made to me, being of course quite ready to give it up 
if I got my money hack. I found when I came first 
to pay the rent that the old lease included a bit of 
land from front to back which was no use to me, and 
that I was also paying for other land, which would 
have been against the interests of the Commissioners 
to give me. I was determined to try the matter with 
them, and I proposed to give those bits up, and to 
liave the ground measured straight up and down in- 
stead of across the Murrogli ; they then consented to 
make the abatement in the rent and keep the ground, 
and the new lease was made. 

186. Have you surrendered the part you say was 
useless ? — Yes. 



187. In 1873 you had not surrendered it? — I think 
I had. 

18S. When did you take it? — About seven or 
eight years ago. 

189. Were you a Town Commissioner when the 
rent was reduced ? — Yes. 

1 90. Has the reduced rent been paid ever since ? — 
Oh, yes it has been surrendered. It went right across 
the Murrogh. 

191. Areyoua tenant for any other property under 
the Commissioners ? — Yes I am tenant for two yards, 
they are in fact a house and stable. 

192. Have you not a lease for seventy-five yearn 
at £7 2s. a year made in 1S46, of ground wliich 
Griffith valued at £14? At the time you got the 
lease were the buildings on it, that are on it now ? — 
I have the lease but I built one house and a cot- 
tage since, which let for £14 or £15 a year. The 
house and cottage used to let for £32, and they now 
let for £22. The field I hold at over Griffith’s valu- 
ation. 

193. That you hold as a yearly tenant? — Yes. 



Mr. Chapman’s examination resumed. 



194. Witness . — You made a remark Mr. Chairman 
that all the yearly tenancies were up to the valuation 
or above it and that all the leases were under it ; the 
reason of that is that in the case of the yearly tenancies 
there was nothing to be laid out upon them. While 
in that of the lease tenancies there was something to 
be built and money to be spent upon them. 

195. Chairman. — “John Byrne, two cottages in 
Bath-street, valued at £20 a year.” Were those two 
cottages put up by Byrne? — Byrne got that ground at 
Is. per foot it was mere gravel ground. 

196. What are the two cottages which he put up 
and are valued at £20 a year let at? — About £30 a 
year. 

197. Mr. Exham. — The time that the lease was 



made to that man he got the ground and nothing 
else ? — Yes. 

198. That is what the Act of Parliament contem- 
plated. 

199. Chairman. — “ John Ost (by Mrs. Owens), 
23rd of March, 1869, ground on which fifteen slated 
houses are built, rent 5s. 3(7. a year, Griffith’s valu- 
ation is £18 10s. a year.” Did she build these houses 
or were the houses there when she got the lease? — 
Every house on it she built. 

200. Didn’t you make any stipulation as to the 
class of houses that should he built? She must have 
built a very had class of houses when fifteen slated 
cottages are only valued at £18 10s. a year, including 
ground rent ? — They are a very had class. 
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201. Well, it is not good management to let land 
on building leases for seventy-five years if tlie parties 
are not bound to put up a better class of liouse than 
that ? — The whole of that end of the town was then 
nothing but old thatched cabins, and the Commissioners 
thought it good management to let it to people to 
build cottages at G d. a foot. 

202. But here, Mrs. Owens paid 5s. 3 d, a year for 
ground upon which she put up fifteen cottages ; that 
ground must have been let at Id. or hd. per foot? — I 
don’t know ; I think that rent is only for a front 
cottage. 

203. Surely it is not in the interest of the town to 
encourage buildings of this kind ? — No, aud it is not 
done now. 

204. The Commissioners are in this dilemma that 
they have let on lease for seventy-five years a plot of 
ground for 5s. 3c?. a year, on which fifteen houses are 
built, which are valued at £18 10s. ; aud are described 
to us as being injurious to tlie public health and to 
that of the occupiers. If there were a building Act in 
this town that could not have been allowed? — On 
reference to an old printed list I find that tlie lease 
was granted by the old Corporation in 1841, aud that 
it was a printer’s mistake to insert “ 1859.” 

205. Mr. Exiiam. — What is the valuation of the 
ground which Mr. Newbold holds in the Main street ? 
— Two dwelling-houses and yards at £28 and £16. 

206. What is the rent? — .£1 10s. per year. 

207. That cannot be the one I mean ? 

Witness . — Look at “ Abraham Newbold — dwelling- 
house, Main-street, lease seventy-five years, at £1 10s. 
a year.” 

208. Mr. Exham. — That is not it ; this is a lease of 
the 7th of March, 1870? — Yes, that is the same. 

209. It is not the same ; the rent in this lease is 
£5 a year? — It is so. 

210. Has the rent been reduced from £5 to £1 10s. 
per annum ? — Yes, that is correct. 

211. I think you will find it anything hut correct. 
On what grounds has it been reduced ? — I don’t know 
on what ground. 

212. Now listen to this, and let me know what 
justification there is for it. (Mr. Exham reads a 
lease of March, 1874, giving Mr. Newbold the prem- 
ises comprised in the lease of 1870 at the rent of £5 
a year, from the 24th of March, 1874, for seventy-five 
years, at the reduced rent of £1 10s. a year.) Now 
will you tell me on what grounds was that lease given 
to him, thus losing a rent of £3 10s. for the same 
premises ? — The tenant applied to the Commissioners 
to have the rent reduced, and they agreed to do so, 
and I collected the new rent accordingly. 

213. Mr. Oakes. — You will find it all in tho books. 

214. Mr. Exham. — Perhaps it is, but I want you to 
tell me what legal authority you have for dealing with 
the property of the public in this way ? 

Mr. Oakes. — We did it by a resolution. The pro- 
perty is vested in ns, and we can deal with it as we 
think light. 

215. Mr. Exham (to Mr. Chapman). — Is Mr. 
Newbold a solvent man? — Yes. 

216. Do you mean to say that it is only worth 
•£1 10s. a year? — That is only for the ground. New- 
bold built every stick and stone on it. He built on the 
front first, and he built on the rere ; and if you were 
to see the place he was about to build upon, you would 
say that it would not have been worth 2s. a foot. 

217. Chairman. — Did he build the house in con- 
formity with the recpiirements of the lease ? — He did, 
and he built another in the rere ; and in consideration 
of that the rent was reduced from £5 to £1 10s. 

' 218. Mr. Exham. — No; what was demised to him 
at £5 a year was the then existing dwelling-house, and 
what he covenanted to build were some privies, and 
that no bu ildin g should he made on the premises with- 
out the consent of the Commissioners, &c. ? — That is 
the lease of 1870, and it commences from the year 
1864. J 

219. Chairma n . — But what was the consideration 



that induced the Commissioners to cancel the lease _of 
1870 at £5 a year, n.nd give him a new lease in 1874 
at 30s. a year? — I don’t know, unless it was that he 
applied to have the rent reduced as being too high, 
and they reduced it for him accordingly. 

220. Is that a common case here? — No, I never 
heard of a similar case before. 

221. Was the lease of 1870 surrendered? — I do not 
believe it was. 

222. Mr. Exham. — There is a resolution of the 6th 
of August, 1874— “ Proposed by Mr. Hayden, and 
resolved, that Mr. Newbold having surrendered his: 
lease a new lease he made out for him for seventy- 
five years from 25tli March, 1874, at £1 10s. a year 
reserved rent." No reasons are given why tlie old 
lease was surrendered, and in point of fact the state- 
ment is incorrect. Can you tell us anything about 
the passing of this resolution ? — I cannot. 

223. You have given him a reduction of rent by 
about two-thircls, and no reasons are assigned for it. 
Can you give any, why that was done 1 — I cannot. 

224. I sea here a lease was.giunted to John Hayden, 
of a plot of ground for building on, Kevan Tcvrod 
Road, from the 25th of March, 1855, for seventy-five 
years, at £G 10s. a year, with a covenant to build 
within a limited time, and I also see a marginal note 
by you — “ Mrs. Meagher's rent reduced to £2 a year.” 
Did he build on it ? — No. 

225. Did he sublet it to Mrs. Meagher ? — I under- 
stood he assigned his lease to the nuns, and Mrs. 
Meagher is the superioress of the nuns. 

226. Do you say that he assigned his lease to her, 
and that the Commissioners afterwards reduced the rent 
to her to £2 ? — Yes ; but the lease is not surrendered, 
nor has a new one been granted. 

227. But you say a new lease is about to be made ? 
—Yes. 

228. Has the consent of the Treasury been obtained 
for any of these leases ? — Not for the building leases: 
for seventy-five years. Tlie consent of the Treastasy is 
not necessary unless for a lease for ever, or for a longer 
period than the Act of Parliament allows. In some 
cases we applied to the Treasury, and they consented 
to our granting long leases. 

229. For how long a period is it proposed to grant 
a lease to Mrs. Meagher ? — I think that they intended' 
to memorial the Treasury to give Mrs. Meagher a lease 
for over, as the establishment is intended for educa- 
tional purposes. 

230. Are you receiving the reduced rent from Mrs. 
Meagher, although the old lease is the only one in force ? 
— The lease has not been surrendered as yet, nor the new 
lease made, but I have been instructed to receive, and 
have received the new rent. 

231. Do yon mean that you have been receiving £2 
instead of £6 10s. ? — Yes. 

232. Who instructed you to receive the reduced 
rent ? — The Commissioners at them meeting. I hesi- 
tated to receive it, waiting until the lease would 
be perfected, aud then the Commissioners passed the 
resolution authorizing me to receive it, and I have 
received the £2 a year for two years. 

233. Mr. Burldtt (Solicitor to the Commissioners). — 
Do you recollect my tolling you not to receive any rent 
from those parties; we feared you might create a 
tenancy from year to year, by which tlie Commissioners 
would he hound? — I cannot recollect. 

234. Chairman. — Do you recollect going to Mr. 
Burkitt’s office with Mr. Halpin to consult him as to 
the form of receipt which should be given to Mr. 
Hayden? — I don’t recollect that; I recollect often 
speaking to him about it. 

235. Do you recollect Mr. Burkiti giving you any 
caution about the rent which you were to receive from 
Mr. Hayden or his assignees ? — Well, I don’t recollect ; 
he may have told me ; we had a great many conversa- 
tions about that and other things. 

236. Did he caution you not to receive any reduced 
rent or any rent at all from the nuns ? — I don’t recol- 
lect. 
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237. Had you any conversation with him relative 
to it ? — Several times. 

238. What was the effect of the conversation 1 What 
did you go to Mr. Burkitt to consult liim about 1 — I 
think that the chief conversation that I had with Mr. 
Burkitt was when he had Mr. Hayden under or about 
to serve him with an ejectment for non-fulfilment of 
the covenant to build in his lease. 

239. You knew that there was an intention to serve 
an ejectment upon Hayden for non-fulfilment of that 
covenant ? — Yes. 

240. When did you cease to receive rent from Mr. 
Hayden himself 1 — He paid rent up to March, 1S74, 
and then the application "was made to the Commis- 
sioners to have the rent reduced, and the lease trans- 
ferred to the nuns. 

241. Has he been a Commissioner for some time, 
and was he chairman of the Commissioners in 1875 ? — 
Yes. 

242. Did you then receive instructions from Mr. 
Hayden or from the Commissioners to receive the rent 
from the nuns instead of Hayden, and to receive the 
reduced rent ? — I did, from the Commissioners. 

243. Had you any conversation with Mr. Burkitt 
after that 1 — No ; I think it is two years ago. 

244. Was it in the board-room you got the instruc- 
tions ? — Yes, from the Commissioners. I was present 
when the resolution was passed. 

245. Was Mr. Hayden a Commissioner at the time ? 

246. Was he chairman at the time? — No. 

247. Listen to this : — “ Proposed by Mr. Hayden 
and seconded by Mr. Smith, and resolved, that a lease 
of the land be given for ever to Ellen Meagher,” <fcc., 
on behalf of the nuns, &c. Another resolution pro- 
posed by Mr. Hayden, seconded by Mr. Hamilton, 
was read, and it was resolved that a memorial be sent 
to the Lords of the Treasury asking their sanction to 
the granting of a lease in perpetuity to Ellen Meagher. 
Is that the property in cpiestion 2— Yes. 

248. And the Commissioner who makes that pro- 
posal is at the same time threatened with an action of 
ejectment for non-fulfilment of the covenants contained 
in his own lease? — Yes, when Mr. Hayden would be 
applied to by me for Ins own rent, he has asked me 
had I got the rent from the nuns, and I said not ; and 
lie has told me that if I would go and apply for it T 
would get it. I did not apply to them till the resolu- 
tion was passed. 

249. Why did you not apply to them before? — I 
told him that I "was waiting till matters were arranged. 

250. But you say that you received for two years 
£2 a year rent instead of £6 10s. Did you receive 
that from Mrs. Meagher on behalf of the nuns, or 
from whom ? — From Mrs. Meagher. 

251. Did you receive the rent from Mrs. Meagher? 
—I did. 

252. Had you not been cautioned not to receive any 
rent from the nuns by the solicitor, Mr. Burkitt? — I 
don’t recollect. He may have mentioned it to me if 
he says he did. I thought myself I would wait until 
the new lease was made, and I hesitated to call to take 
the rent. 

253. Didn’t you know that the new lease had never 
been sent forward to the Treasury? — I did ; but then 
the Commissioners passed the resolution. 

254. When Hayden told you that you had nothing 
to do but go and ask for the rent, did you go and ask 
ior it?— I did not. It was in consequence of that 
resolution that you read that I first received the rent. 

255. Did you know that the old lease was sur- 
rendered ? — I knew that it was not. 

256. In what form did you pass the receipt : to 
whom did you pass it?— I gave the receipt in name of 
John Hayden, the lessee, per Mrs. Meagher, and Mrs. 
Meagher asked me why I did not give it in her own 
name, and I told her that I would not do that until 
she got the new lease. 

-57. Mr. Exham. — I advise the Commissioners very 
strongly not to take any surrender of this lease from 



Mr. Hayden, or make a new one without proper advice. 
After to-day they cannot say they were not properly 
warned as to what they should do, and should not do. 

258. Chairman. — Can you tell us in how many 
instances since you have been agent have the rents 
been reduced, exclusive of the cases on the Cuninghame 
property? — In very few, besides Travers’s, Newbold’s, 
Wakefield’s, and the nuns, for Hayden’s plot. There 
were a few cabins which were set at 2s. 6 d. per month, 
and I suggested to the Commissioners to reduce them 
to 6<2. per month, and let the parties repair them, and 
they agreed. 

259. On the 4th May, 1876, Griffith’s valuation of 
the property was £4,16S 11s., and your total rental 
amounted to £1,243 7s. 11(2. ?— Yes. 

260. The total acreage of the property is 189a. 
2r. 2p. ? — Yes. 

261. Were you a Town Commissioner before being 
agent ? — Yes. 

262. How long ? — Twenty-seven years. 

263. During these twenty-seven years, were the 
rents reduced in many cases of existing leases — I 
don’t mean where old leases fell in — were existing leases 
ever cancelled, and fresh leases granted at reduced 
rents ? — I don’t remember any case. 

264. How many cases have occurred since you were 
appointed agent ? — I don’t know of any except those 
that have been before you. 

265. You know that of Newbold’s, which is an ac- 
complished fact, and of Hayden’s, which is not an 
accomplished fact : do you know of any others ? — I do 
not, except the other's I have also mentioned. 

266. Has any old lease of considerable property 
fallen in during the last half-dozen years, except that 
of Colonel Gun Cuninghame ? — Except that of Lord 
Meath. 

267. When did that old lease of Lord Meath’s fall 
in ? — About eight years ago. 

2G8. That was before you were agent, and while 
you were a Commissioner ? — Yes. 

269. Did Lord Meath hold much ground, and what 
did he pay for it? — £2 15s.- 5 d. half-yearly. 

270. Did you let that for an increase of £250 a 
year? — Yes. 

271. And is that all land, and all let in yearly 
lettings? — Yes; with the understanding that all lands 
wanted for building will he given up when called upon. 

272. That is the portion to which I referred some 
time ago — land which seemed to be let above Griffith’s 
valuation? — Yes. 

273. And is that the only large property that has 
fallen in during the last ten years ? — Yes ; but there 
has been some small property. 

274. Do you know what Lord Meath let that pro- 
perty for? — I don’t know exactly ; but I am sure the 
Commissioners get a great deal more for it than he 
got. 

275. With regard to any of the other properties 
which have fallen in, do the Commissioners get more 
or less rents than the original lessees were getting for 
them from their under-tenants ? — I don’t know, except 
some yards on the Murrogh, and I don’t know what the 
tenants were previously paying for them. I know that 
the head-rents the Commissioners were getting for them 
were very small, and I tliink it was represented to me 
by the tenants that they were paying less now than to 
the original lessees. 

276. You think that they were paying more before 
than they are now ? — I do. 

277. What were the cases on the Murrogh in which 
the tenants now pay less to the Commissioners than 
they paid then' previous landlord ? — I think there are 
two cases ; two yards of Travers’s which were reduced 
to £7 10s. 

278. Mr. Exham. — Do you know Mr. Fitzgerald, 
who has got one of the leases? — Yes. 

279. How many houses did he build on the ground 
since he got the lease? — I am not aware. I don’t 
think he built any. 

280. Don’t you know that he covenanted by his 
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lease now produced to build three bouses within three 
years from 1874 ; and that the rent was to be 6 cl. per 
foot frontage in consideration of his building. Has he 
built them ? — He has not. 

281. Chairman. — Is it your business to see that the 
tenants who get their leases carry out their contracts 1 
— No. 

282. Whose business is it ? — I think it is the clerk’s. 

283. Have you been receiving the 6 <7. per foot 
frontage rent from him ever since ? — Yes. 

284. Have you reported that the covenants in his 
lease have not been performed ? — No : I have not. 

285. In 1874, was a lease to be made to Mrs. Keely 
of her late husband’s house? — Yes. 

286. Mr. Exham. — Can you explain this resolution 
(reads resolution of 19th May, 1874, and also of 
22nd May, 1874.) With respect to the premises 
leased to J. Sullivan, upon wliat principle was his 
tender offei-ing to pay £5 a year rent, and to pay £75 
to Mrs. Keely not accepted, and the tender ottering 
to pay £3 a year', and a similar sum of £75 was 
accepted ? — As well as I can recollect when the rent 
was fixed at £5 a year, he was to giv.e a lesser sum. I 
think £50. 

287. No. Here are the resolutions (reads reso- 
lution) of 19th May, 18-74: — “Resolved that John 
Sullivan get his premises in the Main-street, at £5 a 
year and to pay Mrs. Keely £75.” Then it was sub- 
sequently resolved on 22nd May, 1874, to rescind the 
resolution of the 19th of May, relative to the amount 
of rent, and reduce it to £3 a year, but he was still to 
pay the same sum to Mrs. Keely. Can you explain 
why the rent was reduced from £5 to £3 ? — I cannot. 

2SS. The allegation is that the Commissioners 
made the lettings to the old tenants ; John Sullivan 
was not an old tenant. Why then did they give it to 
him ? — I don’t believe they agreed to give it to him 
until he agreed to give the £75 to her. 

289. Chairman. — The impression on your mind 
was that Sullivan at first offered to take the house for 
£5 a year, and to pay £50 to Mrs. Keely ; and that 
the Commissioners afterwards agreed to reduce the 
rent to £3 a year, he paying Mrs. Keely £75. If 
that were so, in order to get Mrs. Keely £25 more, 
the ratepayers would lose £2 a year for seventy-five 
years. Is that not so ? — They would have given it to 
Mrs. Keely for £3 a year, if Sullivan had not agreed 
to give the £75 to Mrs. Keely. 

290. Mx - . Exham. — Don’t you now see that is a 
wrong impression for he was to pay her £75 under 
lioth resolutions ? — Yes. 

291. Chairman. — Do you receive any other moneys 
but the rents ? — No. 

292. What are the rent days? — The 25th March 
and the 29th September. There are some monthly 
rents. The great bulk of the rents is paid in March 
and September. 

293. What is about the amount of your average 
outstanding arrears of rents? — I could tell what it 
was by looking at the account as it stood on the 31st 
of last December. My accounts are made up to that 
date for audit. 

294. Then tell me what it was at that time to begin 
with ? — (Books handed to witness.) On the 31st 
December, 1875, there was £1,576 Is. 6d. for the 
year’s rent and previous arrears outstanding. There 
was collected £1,171 3s. 2 d.‘, had debts£l 14s. 6 cl., and 
£403 3s. 10cZ., arrears to be collected, carried forward 
to the next account. 

295. Does £400 represent the average of an-eavs 
outstanding from year to year? — Yes. 

296. Are the rents paid in by you to the treasurer ? 
— Yes. There was a list of arrears brought before 
the Commissioners and it was resolved to consider it ; 
but nothing has been done since. 

297. Two half years’ rent have accrued due since ? 
— Yes. At the end of each year about £400 is what 
would he outstanding. 

298. Cannot you collect them closer than that ? — 
Well, a good many tenants hold on and pay one year 
within another ; others have only a hanging gale. 



299. How much of the arrears o £403 3s. 10 d. do Wicklow. 
you think cannot be collected ? — About £100. Some Kou. u, istc. 
of it is sixteen years due, and has been regulai-ly 

brought forward. I have given a list to have steps chapman, 
taken for their recovery, or to strike them off alto- 
gether. 

300. Did you produce a list of uncollectable arrears 
to the Commissioners, and ask them to strike them oft’? 

— I did, and asked them to strike them off altogether 
or to take steps to enforce them, and one of them is a 
letting to the Couuorree Mining Company, in respect 
of which there is £40 due. I also showed the list to 
Mr. Finlay, the auditor. 

301. Are any of the Commissioners in arrear for 
tbeir rents ? — There are, but not in these that I have 
put down as really irrecoverable. 

302. How much do those who are iu arrear owe ? 

— Some of them owe a couple of hanging gales. 

303. Or more ? — I don’t think any of them owe 
more than three half years. 

304. Why don’t j'ou make' them pay ? — I have ap- 
plied to them frequently, but they won’t pay me. 

305. When you get this money, to whom do you 
nay it? — At once into the treasurer, the National 
Bank. 

31)6. Mr. Finlay says in his first audit report of 
1873 that you kept large balances in your bands, that 
he objected to the manner in which the. funds were 
dealt with, and that he had recommended you to alter 
the system ? — I wish to explain how that occurred. 

I was directed to pay the interest on the mortgages 
first, and then lodge the balance in the Bank. I used 
to lodge the money for that purpose in my own name; 
but that would be only a day or two previous to the 
interest on the mortgages coming due, and then I 
would give a cheque for the amount. I used to give 
a cheque ou the 11th January for a half-year’s interest 
on the mortgages ; but on the 30th December there 
appeared to be so much in my hands, and I used to 
keep it to pay the interest I had. Mr. Finlay himself 
said I should lodge :ill my receipts to the credit of the 
Commissioners, and that they should give a cheque for 
the interest on the mortgages. 

307. Have you adopted that course since? — Yes. 

308. Is there any resolution limiting the amount 
you can hold in your hands ?— None. 

309. As a matter of fact, what is the largest amount 
you do hold in hand ? — I don’t keep any in hand ; I 
lodge all I get in by the end of each month. 

310. But I see you had £17 13s. in your hands, the 
Town Clerk had £65 16s. 2d., and the Treasurer 
£519 2s. 2d. ; how comes the Town Clerk to have so 
large a balance in hand ? — I don’t know. 

311. What money does he x-eceive? Do you pay 
him any money? — No. The £17 13s, I had in hand 
I lodged at the end of the month, hut I don’t know 
how the Town Clei-k could have £65 16s. 2d. in his 
hands. 

312. All you know is you don’t pay him any money? 

—No. 

313. How much do you receive on the half-yearly 
rent days ? — I generally receive on these days about 
£250, but I pay it in the next morning. After the 
usual rent-days I pay in the next morning to get rid of 
it at once. 

314. For how much do you give security ? — £1,000. 

315. With two sureties ? — Yes. 

316. Are the sureties living ? — Yes. 

317. What is the date of the bond ? — At the time 
of my appointment, 1870. 

318. Who has the bond? — The Commissioners or 
the town clerk have the bond. . 

319. On what mortgages do you pay interest ? — On 
£12,000, which was borrowed in the year 1854 to lend 
to the Harbour Commissioners. 

320. Is that the only mortgage on the estate? — 

There is another mortgage of £100. It is due to Mr. 

Goodisson ; that was taken over from the old corpora- 
tion. 

321. What was the amount paid on it ? — I don’t 
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know. It was some few pounds. I never liad any- 
thing to say to it, and I don’t know what was paid 
on it. 

322. Have the Harbour Commissioners paid the 
interest of that £12,000? — No; the Town Commis- 
sioners borrowed the money on the security of their 
property, and they lent it to the Harbour Commis- 
sioners on the security of the tolls ; but the tolls have 
never been collected under the Harbour Act. They 
did not get the desired depth of water, and consequently 
could not enforce the tolls. 

323. Mr. Finlay, in his evidence before the Com- 
mittee of tlie House of Commons, drew attention to it 
— that the first thing the Commissioners had to pay was 
£546 interest on the mortgage debt. Who are the 
mortgagees ? — The trustees of Mr. T. C. Luscombe. 

324. Is that the first charge — or do you know of any 
others that you pay interest on out of your receipts ? — 
I know nothing of any other mortgages. I never paid 
interest on any of them. : 

325. Do you hold any other office besides that of 
agent under the Commissioners ? — None. 

326. What commission do you get? — Five per cent, 
on my actual receipts. 

327. Mr. Exhaji. — I have been handed the opinion 
upon the case submitted by Mr. Burkitt to Mr. Gibson 
with reference to the bringing of the action against Mr. 
Hayden for breach of the covenants in his lease, and it 
is stated in the case that Mr. Hayden had sold his 
interest under the lease to the nuns. Is that a fact ? — 
I have heard that it was so. 

328. How much did he get for it? — I never heard 
the sum he got, but I believe from hearsay that he sold 
his interest. 

329. Did you hear that before the resolution was 
put on the books to give the nuns a new lease ? — Yes. 
Before his lease was cancelled. 

330. Before the Commissioners directed you to take 
the reduced rent, did you hear that he sold his lease ? 
— Yes ; but I did not hear what he got for it. 

331. But if he sold his interest he must have got 
money or money’s worth for it ? — I don’t know as to 
that. 

332. Chairman. — You said you refused to collect 
the rent until you were directed by the Commissioners 
to do so at the reduced rate, and that before the reso- 
lution to that effect was passed, you heard that Mr. 
Hayden laid sold his interest ? — Certainly I did. 

333. Who paid for the leases to the different ten- 
ants ? — Each owner paid for his new lease. 



334. Now let us go through your expenditure. 
“ Ne\V works and repairs including £50, fiag"in" of 
the footway, £114 8s. id.” ? — Yes. 

335. Cleansing and watering the town, £15 10s. 6<7 ? 
— Quite right. 

336. Cost of water supply, including cost of reser- 
voir for the new waterworks, £245 10s. ? — Quite right. 

337. Has that reservoir been handed over to the 
Board of Guardians? — It has. 

338. Have they repaid you for it? — No. It will 
take £300 to complete the work, and they will strike 
a rate for that amount. 

339. I see that £143 3s. Id. was paid for lighting 
the public lamps in 1875 ? — It would bo more now. 

340. Bent and taxes, £72 5s. 3 \d. What is that? 
Is it head-rent?— Head-rent in some cases. We have 
to pay half the poor-rate and the ground rent. 

341. Inteiestoubohds and mortgages, £543 11s. 0(7? 

—Yes. 

342. Treasurer for interest advanced, £5 Is. 7 d.\ 

That was charged by the National Bank, who acted as 
treasurer. 

343. I cannot understand your ever being over- 
drawn? — That interest is charged when the Commis- 
sioners overdraw. 

344. Then they do overdraw? — Yes. 

345. You told me that the town clerk’s salary was 
£50 ; I see that he only gets £40 ? — That was a mis- 
take on my part. I thought it was £50 a year. 

346. And the town sergeant £34 ? — Yes. 

347. Agent’s fees per centage, £58 11s. ? — Yes. 

348. I see you pay in respect of salaries £132 11s.? 
—Yes. 

349. Printing, advertising and stationery, £29 15s? 
— Quite light. 

350. Postage and receipt stamps, £1 9s. id. ? — Yes. 

351. Law expenses, £4 4s. ? — That is right. 

352. You began, I see, with a balance in your favour 
of £602 11s. 4d., and you end with a balance of £460 
6s. 6<7 ? — Quite right. 

353. The town clerk had in hand £4S 13s. 6f<7, 
you had £19 0s. 6W., and the treasurer £392 12s. 5(7? 
— Yes. 

354. Does the town clerk give any security ? — I 
don’t know ; he was town clerk long before I became 
connected with the Commissioners. 

355. How many Commissioners have you ? — Twenty 
and the chairman. 

356. How many rated occupiers are there ? — In 
1S74 there were 113 burgesses. 



Mr. J ohn Nolan examined. 



357. Chairman. — You are chairman of the Town 
Commissioners ?. — Yes. 

358. How long have you been so? — Since last 
August. 

359. Is this the first year in which you are chair- 
man ? — I was so before for two years. 

360. How long have you been a Commissioner ? — 
Since 1868. 

361. What officers do you pay besides your agent, 
Mr. Chapman?— The town clerk and the town ser- 
geant — that is all. 

362. Had you not a sanitary inspector at £30 a 
year ? — That was before the Sanitary Act of 1874. 

363. What do you pay the town clerk? — £40 a 
year. 

364. And what the town sergeant? — 14s. a week. 

365. What are the duties of the town sergeant ? — 
He has to mind, dust out, and clean the town hall, to 
look after the corporate property, and see that there 
are no trespassers. He has to attend the fairs which 
are held here on the last Tuesday of every month for 
the purpose of keeping order, and seeing the cattle kept 
in their proper places. 

366. Has he anything to do with the cleansing of 
the streets? — No. 

367. Whom do you employ to do that ? — In some 
cases they are cleansed by the road contractor, but 



latterly the Commissioners have found it necessary to 
tiy and keep them even partially clean. 

368. Are the streets repaired by the Grand Jury 
contractor ? — Yes. 

369. To clean the footways is the duty of the Com- 
missioners ? — Yes. 

370. Does the contractor clean the alleys and lanes? 
— No ; it was let by contract, but it was found that it 
did not answer. Both the watering and .cleansing of 
the streets was very badly done, and we found it 
necessaiy to employ men to do the work under the 
direction of the town sergeant, who is now responsible 
for the work to us. 

371. Does he employ them ? — He does, under the 
direction of the town clerk. 

372. Is anybody employed to doit regularly? — No, 
only periodically and partially. 

373. And not to your satisfaction? — Oh, no ; not 
at all. 

374. How often are fairs held here? — On the last 
Tuesday in every month, with the exception of the 
horse and cattle fair, which is held on the 12 th of 
August. 

375. Where are they held? — The cattle fairs are 
held on the fair green, and the horse fair on the 
Murrogh. 

376. Do you receive any tolls from these fairs ? — No 
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377. Were they not levied here once? — No, not in 
my recollection. 

'378. Mr. Chapman. — I wish to say that they were 
never levied in my recollection. It was not considered 
that it would be the Commissioners’ interest to levy 
tolls if they wished to get up the fairs. And in order 
to get them established they looked upon it as best to 
offer inducements to owners of stock and buyers to 
attend fairs here, and they have now established some 
of the best fairs in the county. 

379. Chairman. — B ut you don’t make any profit 
by them ? — No. When they were getting them up 
they put up placards, and advertised them in all parts 
of England and Ireland. 

380. Chairman (to Mr. Nolan). — Do you keep the 
animals off the streets ? — Well, I cannot say that. The 
pig fair is generally held in the street opposite this. 

381. Is the town sergeant active in cleaning after 
them ? — He is not expected to handle a brash ; but 
lie looks after the labourers. 

3S2. Is the fair-green the property of the Commis- 
sioners ? — Yes. 

383. Have you any market ? — No ; we have no 
regular market. We have very good shops ; the market- 
square is opposite this, but it is not used generally. 

384. One of the gentlemen, when we were below 
viewing the premises we went to look at, said that you 
wanted a public market badly ; do you think that ? — I 
don’t t hin k we do. There are so many good shops that 
I don’t think a market is necessary. 

385. Mi-. Chapman. — The Commissioners tried to 
have a market ; they tided to induce parties to come 
here and sell then- goods, and failed. All we could do 
was to prevent persons selling in the streets, but we 
could not make them come up here. We fitted up 
this place with scales, weights, and everything neces • 
sary, but we could not get them to come up here. 

386. Chairman (to Mr. Nolan). — I understand that 
Mr. Wakefield applied to Lord Fitzwilliam for a piece 
of ground for a fair-green? — Yes ; but there were many 
people thought we wanted other things more. 

387. What else do you want more? — Water. We 
are about to get some very good water. We spent £300 
in making a very large tank, but it has not been used 
up to this. There have been great discussions at the 
Ratli down Union as to whether a water supply ought 
to lie-carried out on a large scale or by this tank scheme. 

388. Are the Poor Law Guardians of that union the 
sanitary authority ? — Yes. 

389. What is the population here ? — I think it is 
but little under 4,000. 

390. I see in 1874 that there is a certain sum of 
money expended on engineers, &c., were all these ex- 
penses incurred with reference to the water tank ? — 
Yes. 

391. What is your annual payment for Grand Jury 
cess ? — I am not prepared to answer that. 

392. You have got an income of from £1,200 to 
£1,300 a year from rents and certain small sums 
besides ? — Yes. 

393. “ Railway company in lieu of surplus water, 
£10” — what is that?— The railway company laid a 
water pipe to convey water to their station through a 
portion of the corporate property, and for that accom- 
modation we charged them £10 a year. 

394. You get some small sums from the dog-tax ? — 
Yes ; £6 or £7. 

395. Do you get anything from the sale of manure? 
— Scarcely anything. We have none to sell ; because 
the streets are never swept. It is all left lying there. 

396. I see you got only £ 3 last year ; is that as much 
as you generally get? — Yes. 

397. These, with a few trifling items, are the whole 
of vonr receipts ? — Yes. 

398. Why do you not get the police fines ? — I can- 
not answer about the fines. We do not get any. 

399. Why do you not apply to the Castle about 
them?— We will do so. 

400. After paying £546 for interest on the mort- 



gage have you not still got a surplus income of over Wicklow 
£600 a year ?— Yes. . Nov.n,uv> 

401. How is that spent, besides paying the salaries Mr Johll 
you mentioned? — We supplement the county work, Nolan, 
and flag portions of the town. 

402. What are the poor rates and county cess ? — 

The poor rate was Is. 6 d. in the £1 last year, and the 
county cess was lOrf. in the £1 for each half year. 

403. Mr. Exiiah. — Do they keep all the roads in 
repair? — They ought, but they would not flag the 
town unless they got something more. It is only 
within the last few years that we had a surplus at 
all. 

404. But you have got a vei-y considerable surplus 
now? — Yes, and we hope to increase it It is only 
very recently that we have had any money to do any- 
thing with. 

405. Chairman. — How is the town lighted ? — With 
very good gas, at 7s. 6(7. a thousand cubic feet. We 
have a very good company. 

406. How many lamps are there ? — I cannot tell 
exactly ; but I think sixty-nine. 

407. Do you pay by the lamp ? — Yes, about £2 10s. 
per lamp all round. 

408. I see that up to the 1st April, 1S75, you paid 
£150 3s. for the lamps?— Yes; but we pay more 
now, as we have increased the number, and sometime 
before when coals were dearer we paid more. 

409. How many public pumps have you? — We 
have some. 

410. Maintained by the Commissioners? — Yes. . 

411. How many ?— Two pumps and four fountains. 

412. Is the water good ?— Generally good. 

413. Has it been analysed? — Yes. 

414. By whom? — Professor Cameron and Professor 
Reynolds. It was found better than from most 
pumps. I chink it myself. 

415. Do the guardians carry out the Sanitary Act 
properly since 1874?— We have not had experience 
enough yet. 

416. Has there been much improvement witlun 
the last year?— I think it is in a satisfactory way 
towards improvement. Dr. Halpin, the sanitary 
officer, will be able to answer that question. In some 
cases I think that more might be done. 

417. I see by the report in the last audit that 
Mr. Finlay, made some surcharges against you and 
Mr. Oakes, as well as other gentlemen?— Yes, very . 
unfairly. He surcharged us with the siun of £10 each 
for our expenses in going to London in reference to 
our opposing a bill promoted by the Dublin, Wicklow, 
and Wexford Railway Company, and which seriously 

mjmed us. Fin i ay says that he disallowed £2 17s. 
for the loan of a screen, which was put up here as a 



polling booth ? — Yes. . 

419. Did the Town Clerk lend the screen?— Yes; 
he sent it up from his own house to the room hem for 
the purpose of fixing up a polling booth. . 

420. What would be the worth of it if it was new ? 
—Mr. Halpin, the town clerk, valued it at £10. I 
don’t think he would get many to give him £3 for it. 

421. Did he take it back to his house as soon as the 



again. ' . 

422. At the same price ? — les. 

423. He also disallowed £3 for the services of Mr. 
Oakes, one of the Commissioners, at the election ? — 
Yes. 

424. What was Mr. Oakes paid that fee for? — I 
don’t know, except for attending at the election. 

’425 How many hours was the screen here ?— The 
greater part of three days. It had to be put up the 
day before the election, and was removed the day after. 

426. Mr. Finlay also calls attention to the fact that 
the "cheques that were drawn for £10 each by the 
Town Clerk, and handed by him to Mr. Oakes and 
Mr. Nolan, were signed by himself, but were not 
passed of signed at any meeting of the Commissioners, 
and that he therefore surcharged each of you with that 
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amount. "Was that so 1 — Yes. We had not twelve 
houvs to prepare to go oil' to London. 

427. You wanted the money first? — We could not 
go to London without money. It was a little irregu- 
lar because there was no time to call a meeting. 

428. Then, in point of fact, the cheques were not 
signed at any meeting of the Commissioners ? — Yes ; 
and we had to bring the cheques to two other Com- 
missioners at their own houses to be signed. It was 
on a Saturday, and we had to be in London by Mon- 
day morning. 

429. I am glad to see that he says the rents were 



collected in a most satisfactory manner by Mr. Chap- 
man. He notices here this case of Abraham Newbold’s 
and he tells us more about it than we knew before : 
that the plot of ground is not only valued at £7, but 
that he paid £7 a year for it to Lord Powerseourt : 
that it was subsequently reduced to £5, and that now 
it is £1 10s. a year. Is that so? — Yes. I made 
several suggestions as to the old houses being revalued, 
with a view of calculating the new rent with which 
they ought to be charged, but the Commissioners let 
them as you have heard. 



Ur. George 
llnlpin. 



Dr. George Halpin examined. 



430. Chairman. — I understood you to say that you 
pay a little more rent now than you did to Colonel 
Gun Cuninghame? — I only paid Colonel Gun Cun- 
inghame £2 Is. a year on my original lease from him. 

431. How does it appear in the schedule of the rents 
paid to Colonel Cuninghame that you paid him £5 15s.? 
— It is so stated ; but I was badly treated in the 
matter. I had a lease from him which expired twelve 
or fourteen years before Colonel Gun Cuninghame’s 
own expired. When it dropped, I went to him and 
said : — “ I am about to build a new house, and I will 
pay you now in order that I may he able to go before 
the Commissioners in obtaining a new lease.” He 
said, after some conversation, that if I would pay him 
more he would give me a new lease. The rent was 
then fixed at £5 15s. ; but as soon as I paid him a 
gale or two he refused to give me any lease. 

432. What was the term of your old lease? — Sixty- 
live years, or three lives. 

433. Mr. Oakes (through the Chairman.) — Did you 
not commence to build on the faith of a resolution 
passed by the Commissioners, that they would give 
yon a lease? — I appeared before the Commissioners 
and they told me that I would he safe in building, and 
that I would get the premises at a ground rent when 
Cuninghame’s lease fell in. 

434. Which of the Commissioners told you this, 
and when ? — I cannot say now. 

435. Chairman. — You pay them £5 15s., the same 
as you lately paid Colonel Cuninghame, and you pay 
£1 10s. a year for the yard, instead of 15s. a year, 
which you paid him ? — Yes ; and I laid out about £800 
on the same property. 

430. I can quite understand that ; and this was 
what you wanted to explain ? — Yes ; I cannot say that 
I consider I got any bargain by the plot, it is such an 
expensive place to builcl upon. Another member of 
my family took out a lease from Earl Fitzwilliam 
with double as large a frontage in a square plot, and 
he got it at £2 12s. a year for ninety-nine year’s, from 
Lord Fitzwilliam. 

437. I understand that you are the sanitary officer 
for the Board of Guardians ? — I am. 

438. What is the sanitary condition of this place? — 
It is very much improved; hut it could he more 
improved. 

439. Is the water good? — It is not a had drinking 
water. 

440. Is the drinking water good ? — It is ; but some- 
times it gets foul. 

441. Is it fouled by sewage? — No; I don’t know 
any place where sewage gets into the pumps or wells. 
We hope soon now to have the water from the new 
reservoir. Dr. Cameron gave it as his opinion that it 
was the best water he had analyzed in Ireland. 

442. Is there much difficulty in supplying the poor 
people with water now ? — In summer there is a scarcity 
of water. Most of the pumps were dry last summer, 
and they had to get the water from the river. 



443. Is there any portion of the water supplied from 
the r iver ? — There is. When the fountains and pumps 
run dry the inhabitants are very much dependent on 
the river. It is very much fouled by cattle going in and 
drinking about the place where people have to get 
water, and there arc two schools above it ; but that 
water is not used for drinking purposes — only for 
washing. 

444. Have the guardians commenced the contract 
for the waterworks yet? — Nothing has been done by 
the guardians since they became the sanitary authority. 
Before the Sanitary Act of 1874 passed, we had more 
facility for carrying on the sanitary work than we have 
now. At that tune the sub-sanitary officer had liberty 
to go about with a hook in his pocket, and take down 
the names of parties, and issue summonses where he 
found a nuisance, but now he has to fill in a form and 
send it to the sanitary authority at Eathdrum, and 
await then' reply before he can issue a summons. 

445. Do yort think the sanitary condition of the town 
would he improved if it were under the Commissioners, 
instead of the Board of Guardians? — No ; I don’t 
mean to say that, but I will explain what I do mean. 
In every district like this there is a dispensary com- 
mittee, and I think it would be better to Lave the 
authority centred in the dispensary committee, who 
would be able to attend at once to applications, and 
who know tire locality and the people, instead of having, 
tire sanitary work for the whole union discharged by 
the Boar-d of Guardians of Eathdrum. I think that, 
wherever there is a dispensary committee they should 
be the sanitary committee under the Board of Guar- 
dians, and have the power to act immediately, and in 
serious cases to order summonses, where the people 
did not comply with their orders. At present it is 
only after two or three meetings of the Guardians that 
an order is made to abate the nuisance, and before a 
summons can be issued for tlie petty sessions several 
weeks will have elapsed, and the nuisance is all tins 
time continuing, and there is no means of remedying it. 

446. We have been told that there is a great scarcity 
of privies and ash-pits in houses here? — There is ; but 
the great want of all is yard accommodation, and that 
induced the Commissioners to throw in the small 
houses at the back of some of the front houses for 
yard accommodation. 

447. Were any steps taken by the Commissioners 
before the Act of 1874 to remedy the sanitary defects 
you have been speaking of ? — There were. The present 
sub-sanitary officer under the Board of Guardians was 
in the pay of the Commissioners as their nuisance, 
inspector, and they did all that could be done at that- 
time. 

448. Were any privies or ash-pits then erected at 
their instance? — No; in some of the late leases 
covenants are put in to that effect. There are some of 
the houses without back entrances, and the people 
have to take out the contents of the privies and ash- 
pits through the houses by the front doors. 



Mr. Robert 
Bnrkitt. 



Mr. Eobert Burk itt examined. 

449. Mr. Exham.— You have been acting a3 450. Did you prepare all the leases in 1874, after 
solicitor to the Town Commissioners?— At times only. Colonel Gun Cuninghame’s lease had expired?— 
I prepared most of their leases. Yes. 
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451. Were you aware that these leases were granted be personally responsible, but that it would be an act Wicklow. 

at a less rent than the tenants had been paying to of injustice to grant leases without doing so; and Aba 11 , mu. 

No ■ I knew nothing at all about the original there was a day appointed by resolution upon which Jtr Rober[ 

rents. I drew the leases from the resolutions and the the public were invited to send in tenders. Burkitt. 

ma . )S the l'esolution being signed by the town clerk 403. Mr. Exham. — By the opinions ot both those 

as* to the terms of the lease, the description of the gentlemen, the Commissioners had fair warning that 
premises &c. they were acting illegally in the way in which they 

1 452. You knew nothing as to what passed at the were granting these leases. 

meeting of the Commissioners?— I did not. 464. Chairman.— D o you know anything of the 

453. Had you known it, would you have advised circumstances under which the £12,000 was advanced 

them to execute the leases and to let the property to the Harbour Commissioners ? — I ought to know 
without having publicly advertised it ? — I considered something about that, inasmuch as there is £360 of 
that the resolutions that were given to me must have taxed costs owing to me in connexion with that trans- 
been considered by the Commissioners in accordance action. 1 recollect Mr. Chapman and some others 
with the opinions of Mr. Gibson and Mr. Hemphill, coming to me, and I consented to give them a memo- 

whieh I obtained for and submitted to them. randum that I would forego my claim until the 

454. What was the effect of those opinions'? — Mr. harbour was completed ; for I would have done any- 

Hemphill advised that they were trustees of the tiling for the improvement of the town. But I may 
property, and had no right to grant any new leases ask shall we ever see the harbour completed 1 And 
without having the proposed new lettings duly adver- one thing I waut to know is, have we any Harbour 
tised and put up for public competition. I read that Commissioners? If ever there were Harbour Corn- 
opinion over for and left it with them. missioners, there are none now. There is a gentleman 

455. Did you advise them to follow counsel’s who was at one time chairman of the harbour board, 

opinion 1 — Certainly, and cautioned them against and he, with the secretary, receive the moneys paid as 

actiu" in opposition to it. dues by the vessels coming into the harbour, but they 

456. Did they consult you afterwards as to their have no more right to do so than any person in this 

acting against counsel’s opinion? — Certainly not. room. 

The next I heard of it was being ordered to prepare 465. Was the whole of this £12,000 advanced to 
leases in conformity with the resolutions. the Harbour Commissioners for improving the harbour ? 

457. Were you ever consulted about their can- — Yes. 

celling any lease that had been granted, and granting 466. And how was it expended ? — A great deal of it 
a fresh lease of the same premises at a lower rent 1 — was spent upoh the case of Killeen against the Harbour 
I recollect being consulted on only one occasion and I Commissioners, which occupied thirty-two days at trial 
told the Commissioners that they had no power to in the Court of Exchequer before the late Chief Baron 
cancel a lease once made. I told them that when once Pigot, and for which I paid sometliing about £2,000 
they had executed a lease it was then- duty to enforce in fees. That suit went against the Commissioners, 
the payment of the rent and performance of the cove- and Killeen got out of his contract and compelled the 
nauts in it, until it was legally put an end to, and that Commissioners to pay him without his performing it 
they should not attempt to cancel it, and I cautioned at all. 

them that they had no power to give a new lease 467. What security had the Commissioners from 
where an existing one was in force. the Harbour Commissioners for this loan ?— They have 

458. Were you, after you gave them the opinions a mortgage for the first loan — a mortgage executed by 

at all consulted about those matters until you were the Harbour Commissioners to the Town Commis- 
employod to have these leases drawn ? — No. sioners for £12,000, which was secured upon the tolls. 

459. What instructions did you receive from them? It was thought that when the harbour was improved 

— To prepare leases for seventy-five years according there would be a large income from tolls ; but it is not 
to the resolutions. half what was expected ; and there is no prospect of 

460. Were the-cases laid by you before counsel, on any improvement until the harbour is improved, 

behalf of the Commissioners, and upon then- verbal What is got docs not do more than pay the interest, 
instructions as to the points on which they wished for &c. on the last loan that was got from the Public 
counsel’s advice? — Yes, certainly. Works Loan Commissioners. We had all to forego 

461. It is stated in the case submitted by you to our claims before the Loan Commissioners would ad- 
counsel, that Mr. Hayden sold the property to the vance the money, £6,000 ; but after it was expended, 
nuns about three years ago ? — That statement was no good resulted from the expenditure. 

made to me by Mr. Halpin, .the town clerk. We 468. Is there anybody to check the accounts of these 
had a good deal of consultation about it in the first Harbour Commissioners ? — They should furnish the 
instance, for there was a question as to whether there accounts to the clerk of the peace of the county, 
was a breach of covenant in not building, foi* which I 469. Is there no one to check the accounts, and see 
believed an ejectment could then have been maintained, how they spend that money ? Is there any auditor ? — 

I recollect a long conversation on that subject, and in Their late chairman is the auditor ; but there is not 
the cases submitted to Mr. J ohn Gibson, and afterwards any board, legal or illegal now. 

to Mr. Edward Gibson, you will find it stated that the 470. As far as you can judge, is there any chance 
town clerk informed me that Mr. Hayden had sold of the Commissioners getting back either capital or 
his interest to the nuns. I recollect afterwards having interest from the Harbour Commissioners? — Notun- 
a conversation with Mr. Chapman. At the time I was til the harborn - is completed. 

bringing an ejectment, and I cautioned Mr. Chapman 471., If the harbour were completed, would it be a 
relative to not receiving routs from the nuns, fearing paying concern 1 — No doubt it would pay all off in a 
that a tenancy from year to year might be created. few years. There is a feeling amongst certain classes 

462. Chairman. — Do you know whether they ever in the town that their trade would be very much 

put any of the property that fell in, up for public injured if the harbour were deepened and improved, 

competition or public tender? — All I can tell you is They wish to keep the trade to the small class of 

this that I told them I considered they would not only vessels which they own. 



Mr. Richard Swan examined. 



472. Chairman. — I see a statement by the auditor 
that you had applied to the town clerk before the 
audit to see some documents, and were refused ? — It is 
the fact. 

473. State the circumstances under which that 



Mr. Richard 

occurred? — I called here on Saturday — the audit Swan, 
was on Monday — to examine some of the books and 
documents which the town clerk was bound, under the 
Act of Parliament, to leave open for inspection for 
seven days. I went to Mr. Halpin to ask him to let 
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me see those documents, but he said he could not un- 
til Monday — the day the audit began. I brought the 
matter before Mr. Finlay, who censured Mr. Halpin 
for not having complied with the Act of Parliament. 
There is another matter I wish to speak of. It is with 
reference to the water question. It is at present be- 
fore the Local Government Board and the Board of 
Guardians; but there are many who consider the 
money we are laying out for the supply of water is 
altogether too small for the town. There is no provi- 
sion for flushing of the sewers, nor for supplying the 
Murrogh, with its 800 inhabitants and eighty houses, 
no provision for flushing the main sewers, or washing 
out privies or ash-pits, where the liquid matter is 
allowed to sink into the ground and create a miasma 
in our dwelling-houses. The proposed supply would 



not be more than 30,000 gallons in any one day— 
merely a supply for drinking and household purposes • 
but not for the other purposes I mentioned. There is 
no provision made here for getting rid of the contents 
of the cess-pools; and in many cases there are no 
privies, the houses being built back to back, in a way 
that would be really disgraceful to an African village. 
I wrote to the Board of Guardians, but they took no 
notice of my letter, and since then I, have been in com- 
munication with the Local Government Board, and 
have expressed to them the same opinions very much 
more strongly. They have at present my letter under 
consideration. I see by the last meeting of the Guar- 
dians that the Local Government Board have called 
upon them to supply them with the specifications and 
estimate for the water supply. 



Mr. Robert 
Halpin. 



February 10, 1877. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner Exham, q.c.) 
Mr. Robert Halpin examined. 



474. Mi’. Exham. — You are secretary to the Town 
Commissioners, I believe '1 — I am. 

475. Show me the minute book of the proceedings 
oftlie Town Commissioners for the year 1874. (Minute 
book produced.) 

476. Mr. Exiiam reads — “ Meeting held on the 2nd 
March, 1874. Fifteen Commissioners present, amongst 
whom were Mr. Henry M'Phail, and Mr. Robert Cald- 
well. ‘Resolved — Thatthe secretary and agent take pos- 
session of the buildings out of lease on the 25 th March 
next, and that the parties be put in as caretakers at 
one penny a week until the plots are arranged.’ ” To 
what property had that resolution reference ? — To the 
houses and premises in Gun Cuninghame’s lease, which 
was to expire on the 25th March, 1S74, and also as to a 
holding of Mrs. Galattie, in the Main-street (not in 
Gun Cuninghame’s lease), but which was to he out of 
lease on that day. 

477. Yorr hacl a memorial presented to the Lords of 
the Treasury with regard to giving you leasing powers! 
— Yes ; the resolution is as follows : — * 1 Resolved — That 
the draft memorial to the Treasury for an extension of 
leasing powers he adopted.” That was intended to he 
generally applied — not confined to Gun Cnninghame’s 
property alone, but for all other properties. 

478. Did the Treasury grant the prayer of your 
memorial ? — No ; we got an answer to say that each 
case would be considered upon its own merits, that 
they conld not give a general order. 

479. When the lease fell in on the 25th March was 
possession taken up from all the tenants, and were they 
all put in as caretakers 1 — They were, with the excep- 
tion of two sub-tenants, and the landlord got possession 
of the houses, and gave them up. That was Mr. 
Caldwell who got possession from his rrnder tenants 
liimself and he then gave us possession, and we put them 
into the two houses. 

480. It was stated on the last occasion that the 
Commissioners sat here that there was a public adver- 
tisement inviting tenders for these several premises, 
and that tender’s were received for all of them 1 — Yes. 

481. Mi-. Exham reads — 

“ The next meeting was held on the 6th April, 1874. There 
were sixteen Commissioners present, amongst whom were Mr. Henry 
M'Phail, Dr. Halpin, and Mr. Robert Caldwell. Twenty-nine 
applications for premises were received, amongst others, from Mr. 
Chapman, Sir. William M'Phail, Dr. Halpin, Sir. Henry SI ‘P hail, 
and Mr. Robert Caldwell. The following tenders, amongst others, 
were given in and read — Tender dated the 2nd of Slarch, 1S74, 
from 3Ir. John Chapman, in the followingterms — 1 Gentlemen, I beg 
to apply to become yonr tenant for my holding, viz., the house I live 
in, and those lately built by me in the Slain-street and on the Quay 
upon such terms as yon may consider right There are four houses 
on the Quay also held by me, which I have set to tenants, but I am 
not applying for them. I am only applying for what I live in and 
what I built 

‘ Yonr obedient servant, 

1 John Chapman.’ 

‘ Tender of Mart Dunne of the 26th Slarch, 1874. 

‘ Gentlemen-, — As the term of my present lease will expire on 
the 25th Slarch, and yon are to become the future landlords of my 
holding in the Slain-street, Wicklow, I trust to receive that justice 



expected from a public body, and the required time for re-building 
extended to tenants of the Corporation of Wicklow ; and my new 
lease with a rear to the quay added, as all tenants of the Slain-street 
have received or expected from the 25th Slarch, 1874.’ 

‘ Application from Sirs. Hupenstal. 

‘ Wicklow, 2nd March, 1874. 

1 To the Chairman and Commissioners of Wicklow. 

‘Gentlemen, — I beg leave to apply to become your tenant for 
my honse and premises, as my time from Lieutenant-Colonel Gun- 
Cuninghame will expire on the 25th instant. I am willing to pay 
such rent as you consider fair, and trust it will be your pleasure to 
give me the benefits, aud second the rule on the town property, viz., 
giving the tenant in possession the preference. 

‘ I remain your obedient servant, 

1 Julia Hupenstal.’ 

‘ Sir. Caldwell’s Proposal. 

‘ 27tli February, 1874. 

‘Gentlemen, — As Colonel Cuninghame’s interest in the pre- 
mises I hold under him will terminate on the 25th Slarch next, I 
request to become yonr tenant, under lease from that date. Previous 
to the late Sir. Byrne getting possession ol the dwelling-house from 
the late Sir. Keely, he paid him .£105 for his interest therein, and 
has since laid out a good deal on house aud premises. In the rerc, 
a stable, barn, and cow-house have been built, and in front, 
under the Mall, two dwelling-houses, one of which was subsequently 
burnt, aud had to be re-roofed. It is my intention to raise the walls 
of the dwelling-house, put on a new roof, new floors, windows, &c., 
which will cost at least £200. I now beg to remind the Commis- 
sioners that in conjunction with Sir. Byrne, we have built forty- 
three substantial dwelling-houses on your properly, considerably 
enhancing the value of same. Seventeen of these have been built 
within the past seven years. I therefore consider I may fairly claim 
a lease of the premises applied for, viz., the dwelling-house and pre- 
mises, nud the two houses under the Mall, which I built about 
twenty-three years since, upon such just and reasonable terms as 
your Board may determine.’ 

Margaret Flynn sent in an application for tlie same 
premises in the following terms : — 

“ 2Sth February, 1874. 

“ Gentlemes,— The bouse and premises as held by iny late hus- 
band for many years, under the late Sir. James Byrne, and by me, 
since his death, I learn falls into the hands of the Commissioners on 
the 25th Slarch next. I beg to offer myself as tenant for them 
upon such terms as may be considered fair and reasonable. Sly 
husband expended in money and labour a considerable sum in keep- 
ing the premises in repair, also building, which I hope the Commis- 
sioners will take into their consideration, as our late landlord contri- 
buted nothing towards the expenditure. 

“ I am, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

“SIargaret Flynn.” 

482. Mi’. Exham to Mr. Halpin. — Do you happen to 
know what rent she paid Mr. Caldwell as sub-tenant? 
— I could not say with certainty. No lease was made to 
her. 

Mr. Exham reads : 

‘'Application of Sir. Henry M'Phail. 

“ Gentlemen, — I beg to apply to you for a lease of my holding 
in the Slain-street, Wicklow, comprising the dwelling-house, out- 
offices, and small yard or passage, to the South-quay. I also 
request you will give a small portion of the yard adjoining that of 
Dr. Halpin on the opposite side, as accommodation with a house in 
the street is so very badly wanted. 

“ Your obedient servant, 

“ Henry 31‘Phail.” 

‘ Tender of Sir. William M'Phail. 

‘ Mr. William M'Phail applied for a lease of his house which he 
occupied in the Slain street, on fair and reasonable terms ; and he 
would also thank them to give him some' additional rear accommo- 
dation.’ 
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‘ApVlicatios of Colonel Gun-Cusinghame. 

1 7tli March, 1S74. 

« j£ a y J ask of you to ascertain from the Town Commissioners 
whether they will grant to me or to the trustees of the Cuningliame 
estate, a reu'ewal of the lease anil if so upon what terms.’ ” 

483. Ml’. Exham to Mr. Halpin. — Did you give any 
reply or state whether it would be renewed upon any 
terms ? — I did not give him any written answer, but 
I gave a verbal one to him, saying that the Town 
Commissioners would not entertain any application 
from him. 

484. Were all those tenders read at the morning 
meeting ? — They were. 

485. Was the meeting adjourned ? — Yes ; until 
seven o’clock in the evening. 

4S6. Who were present then? — There were then 
sixteen Commissioners present, including Messrs. 
Henry and William M'Phail, Mr. Caldwell, and Dr. 
Halpin, and also Mr. Chapman, and it was then 

“ Eesolved — That Joseph Smith get a seventy-five years’ lease of 
his premises in the Main street, from the 25th March, 1S74, at 
2s. G d. par foot frontage. Mr. Smith and Mis3 Hamilton, to com- 
pensate Miss Mullen. 

> Resolved — That William M'Phail get a seventy-five years’ lease 
of his premises in the Main street, from the 25th of March, 
1874, at 2s. <W. per foot frontage. Sir. M'Phail to raise the roof 
anil build in conformity with the adjoining houses. 

‘ Resolved— That Henry M'Phail get a seventy-five vears’_lease 
of his premises in the Main street, from the 25th March, 1874, at 
2s. 6rf. per foot frontage. Sir. M'Phail to raise the roof and build 
in uniformity with the adjoining houses. 

‘ Resolved — That Dr. Halpin get a seventy-five years’ lease of 
his premises in the Slain street, from the 25th Sfarch, 1874, at 2s. 
per foot frontage. 

‘Resolved— That Miss Dunne get a seventy-five years’ lease of 
her premises at 2s. per foot frontage, the plot to be built on within 
three years from 25th March, IS74, in accordance with all the 
building regulations on the hooks, the house to correspond in height 
with the adjoining houses, the rear to exteuil ns in the adjoining 
premisesto the South-quay, the window looking into Sir. Chapman’s 
hallway, to bo built up when required. 

1 Resolved — That John Chapman get a seventy-five years’ lease 
of his holding, at a rent of 2s. per foot frontage, from 25th March, 
1S74, the house to be made uniform with adjoining houses; the 
Doctor’s-lane, to be widened at the lower end.”' 

The meeting was then adjourned until tlie next day 
the 7th April, when there were eighteen Commissioners 
present (and Mr. Chapman), amongst whom were 
Messrs. Henry and William M'Phail, Dr. Halpin, and 
Mr. Caldwell, and it was — 

“ Resolved— That Robert Caldwell get a lease for seventy-five 
years' of bis premises in the Main street, from the 25th March, 1874, 
at 2*. per foot frontage. 

‘ Resolutions were also passed for the granting of leases to John 
Sullivan, John Maguire, anil Mr. Eichard Ost. 

1 Resolved — That the meeting adjourn uutil the next day.’ ” 

487. Who was present on the 8th April, 1874? — 
Twenty Commissioners, amongst them Messrs. Henry 
and William M'Phail, Mi’. Caldwell, and Dr. Halpin, 
and it was 

“ Eesolved — That "Miss Mullen get -£G0 compensation for giving . 
np her house and premises on Soutli-quay, for yard accommodation 
for Joseph Smith and Miss Hamilton, the whole amount of -£G0 to 
be paid by Joseph Smith and Miss Hamilton in proportion to the 
extent of ground given to each of them, the material to be the 
property of Mr. Smith and Miss Hamilton. 

1 Another resolution was passed giving Thomas Fitzgerald a lease 
at Gd. per foot frontage. It was also 

1 Resolved — That Mrs. Hepenstal get the two houses in Market- 
square, at Is. per foot frontage, on lease for seventy-five years from 
the 25th March, 1S74, to be re-roofeil, and otherwise improved with- 
in three years, with some provisions ns to passages. 

‘ Eesolved — That the meeting adjourn until the following even- 
ing at seven o'clock.”’ 

Next evening at seven o’clock the adjourned meeting 
was lield. Twenty Commissioners present, amongst 
wkom were Messrs. Henry and William M'Phail, Dr. 
Halpin, and Mr. Caldwell, and it was — 

“Eesolved— That Bobert Caldwell get a seventy-five years’ lease 
of his two houses under the Mall, from the 26th March, 1874, at 
la per foot frontage. 

“ Eesolved— That Dr. Halpin get his yard on_ South-quay as 
yearly tenant at the. yearly rent of ,£1 10s. from 25th March, 1874. 

“Eesolved That the meeting do adjourn until the following 

evening at seven o’clock.” 

488. What is the next entry ? — 

“Meeting of the 10th April, 1874, held. Eighteen Commissioners 
present, including Messrs. Henry and William M'Phail, Dr. Halpin, 
and Mr. Caldwell, and it was adjourned until the 13th April when 



there were present, nineteen Commissioners, including Messrs. Wicklow 
Henry and William M'Phail, Mr. Caldwell, and Dr. Halpin, and it Fcl) _ 10i l8 77. 

' V °“Eesolveil — That the houses in the rear of Mr. Chapman’s and Mr. Eobert 

Mrs. Dunne’s plot, now used as dwelling houses, shall be no longer Halpin. 

used as such, but that the aperture shall be built up with lime aud 

stone, to be used by the present tenants as outoffices and stores 

only, and that the wall he newly dashed and left in a presentable 

condition, and that the old roof next the forge be taken down, and 

that no forge be allowed on the premises.” 

489. Mr. Chapman . — Those are tlie premises wliere 
I had the small houses let at Is. 6 d. a week. 

490. Mr. Exhah reads from book — . 

“The next meeting is held on the 14tli April. Present, fifteen' 

Commissioners, including Messrs. Henry and William M'Phail, Mr. - 
Caldwell, and Dr. Halpin, and the record of those gentlemen being 
present as Commissioners, is signed by Mr. John Oakes, as chair- 



The next meeting is held on the 15th April. There 
were sixteen Commissioners present, including Mr. 
Henry M'Phail and Mr. Caldwell j Mr. William 
M'Phail and Dr. Halpin were not present. 

“ Eesolved — That, having consulted with Mr. Burkitt, that Mr. 
Burkitt draw up a full case and get the opinion of Mr. Hemphill. 
The minute is signed by Mr. Oakes ns chairman.” - 

491. To Mr. Halpin. — What was the next thing 
done? — Nothing was done from that until the 23rd 
April when there was a committee meeting of the 
whole body held at wliich there were five present, 
Mr. Henry M'Pliail and Mr. Piobert Caldwell and three 
others. Mr. Burkitt attended professionally, and read 
Mr. Hemphill’s opinion, and it was 

“Eesolved — That, having heard the case and opinion read, a 
special meeting of the Town Commissioners he called to lay the 
same before them." 

492. Wliat is the next entry ? — 27tli April, 1874 — 

“ A special meeting of the Town Commissioners was held this- 

evening to receive couusel’s opinion on the case submitted to them. 
There were fifteen Commissioners present Mr. Burkitt attended 
professionally. Messrs. Henry and- William M'Phail were both 
present. Dr. Halpin was not, and it was 

“Eesolved — That Mr. Burkitt be requested to attend the meeting 
of the Commissioners, and, 

“ Eesolved — That this meeting do adjourn until to-morrow even- 
ing at seven o’clock, to reconsider tlie lettings made during the last 
fourteen days. 

“(Signed) Joux Oakes, Chairman.” 

493. What is the next ? — 2Sth April, 1874. 

“An adjourned meeting of the Commissioners held this evening. 
Twelve Commissioners present. Mr. Burkitt attended professionally. 
Proposed bv John Nolan, and seconded by W. J. Nolan — 

“‘Eesolved — That John Oakes act as chairman for the residue 
of the year.’ 

“ Resignations were read from Ilenry M'Phail, William M'Phail, 
Robert Caldwell, and Dr. Halpin resigning their seats as Commis- 
sioners. The requisite notices of meeting to fill up tlie vacancies 
were prepared. Mr. Caldwell's resignation, which is marked ‘ read ’ 
by the town clerk is in these terms — 

“ 1 Wicklow, Saturday, 25th April, 1874. 

“ 1 Dear Sir, — H aving heard counsel’s opinion read last night I 
beg to tender my resignation as a Towu Commissioner, and at the 
same time to inform you that it is not my intention to act as a 
Commissioner further. 

“ *1 am, dear sir, yonrs truly, 

“‘Eobert Caldwell. 

“ ‘To the Chairman of the Town Commissioners, Wicklow.’ " 



« Resolved — That this meeting do adjourn till Monday the 11th 
May next. That an advertisement be inserted in the local papers 
to the effect that the Commissioners will on that occasion entertain 
tenders for the amount of rent which the tenderers propose to give 
for the different holdings lately come into their possession owing to 
the lease of Colonel Cuuingliaine having expired on the 25th March, 
1874. 

“(Signed) John Oakes, Chairman." 

494. Was this ever inserted, and where is it ? — On 
Saturday the 9th May the advertisement was inserted 
in the public newspaper, as follows — 

“ Town Hall, Wicklow, 

' “April 30, 1874. 

« The Tow Commissioners of Wicklow will, at their adjourned 
meeting to be held on Monday, the 11th day of May, 1874, at 
eleven o’clock a.m., at the Town Hall, receive sealed tenders stating 
the amount of rent that each person proposes to give for the diffe- 
rent holdings lately come into the possession of the Commissioners 
by the leases to Colonel Cnninghame having expired on the 26th of 
Match last 

« Tenders to he lodged with the secretary at or before ton o’clock 
a.m., on the 11th day of May, 1874, and marked on the outside, 

1 Tender for premises.' 

“By order, Eobert Halpin, Secretary.” 
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Wicklow. 
Feb. io. lsrr. 

Sir. Robert 
Halpiu. 



495. "Were the vacancies filled up, and when? — On 
the 4tli May it was resolved that John Kelly 
Twomey be elected a Town Commissioner in place of 
Dr. Hatpin, who had resigned. On the 11th May it 
was resolved that Dr. Taylor, Thomas Smith, Joseph 
Collins, and Dr. L’Estrange be elected Commissioner's 
in place of Robert Caldwell, Henry M'Phail, William 
M'Phail, and John D. Smith who had resigned. The 
meeting then adjourned to the 15th May. 

496. What took place at that meeting? — There 
were fifteen Commissioners present, and it was 

“Resolved — That Henry M‘Phail’s tender for premises in the 
Main-street, at 2s. Ctrl, per foot frontage he accepted, the premises 
to have rear down to South-quay, term seventy-five years’ lease 
from 25th of March, IS74. 

“ Resolved — That William M'Phail's tender for premises in the 
the Main-street, at 2s. Gd. per foot frontage be accepted, the pre- 
mises to have rear down to South-quay. Term seventy-five years’ 
lease from 25th March, 1874. 

“Resolved — That Dr. Halpin's tender for premises in the Main- 
street be accepted, at 2s. per foot frontage; the premises to have 
rear to South-quav. Term seventy-five years’ lease from 25lh of 
March, 1874.’’ 

497. Mr. Ex ha ji. — W ill you show me those tenders 
[Produces William M'Phail’s tender, as follows] : — 

“I propose to take a lease of my house and premises in the Main- 
street of Wicklow, measuring in front twenty-six feet eight inches, 
at tiie yearly rent of 2s. Gd. per foot frontage. I have expended 
in or about the sum of £500 on building. I also propose to pay 
£1 10s. for thirty feet frontage of the Bath-house premises, to wall 
in as a yard for the accommodation of my dwelling-house.” 

Mr. Halpin. — The latter part of his tender was 
refused. 

498. Mr. Exham. — Have you got Mr. Henry 
M’Phail’s second tender? — Mr. Halpin — I have not 
got it, and according to my recollection Mr. Henry 
M‘Phail did not send in a second tender, but stated 
that he would let his first tender stand for the 
second. 

499. Mr. Henry iPPhail. — I am under the impres- 
sion that I did send in a second tender in the same 
terms as the first. 

500. Mr. Exham. — Let me see Dr. Halpin’s second 
tender. [Dr. Halpin’s second tender was produced.] 

“ Gextlejies— I propose to pay you for the plot on which my 
house and out-offices are built, the rent already named by the 
unanimous vote of your Board, that is at the rate of 2s. per foot. 

I also propose to pay, and accept of the terms named for my yard, 
that is £1 10s. per year.” 

501. Mr. 11. IPPhail. — I also proposed to pay 
.£1 10s. a year for a yard, but I was refused it. 

502. Mr. Exham. — At the same meeting resolutions 
were adopted for accepting Miss Hamilton’s, Mary 
Ann Dunne’s, and Mr. Chapman's tenders, subject to 
the resolutions of the 6th April, 1874. A tender was 
given in by Margaret Flynn, of the 11th May, 1S74, 
tor the house which she held for the last twenty-three 
years, proposing to pay £5 a year for it ; and if the 
Corporation required any alteration in the improve- 
ments of her house, she was willing to do anything 
they might suggest, and hoped if that were so, a re- 
duction might be made in her rent as was usual in 
such cases. She had paid £6 a year previously for it. 
(To Mr. Halpin). — Was that read at the meetin»? — 
It was. 

503. Was it complied with? — No. 

504. Who got it?— Mr. Caldwell. 

505. At what rent? — £2 2s. a year-. 

506. Mr. Exham. — A tender was received from J. 
Wisdom, proposing to become their tenant for the 
house and premises in his possession on the Mall, for 
which he had paid rent for forty years. What rent 
did he pay ?— Hfe had paid £6, and he got it at £3. 

507. A tender was also read from George Lew- 
man, proposing to become tenant of his premises at the 
rate of rent they had already decided upon, or he 



would comply with whatever regulations they might 
make. What rent did he pay? — He paid £6 10s. 
before, and lie got it for £3. Those last two were 
yearly tenancies, and the parties were bound to keeri 
them in repair. 

508. On the 19tli May a meeting was held at 
which there were fourteen Commissioners present 
when it was resolved — “ That Robert Caldwell’s 
tender and proposal for premises in the Main-street 
and for two houses under the Mall be accepted' 
viz. : — for premises in Main-street £5 5s. per annum and 
for the two houses under the Mall £2 2s. per annum ■ 
the premises in Main-street to have rear to High-street' 
in which Mr. Caldwell lately built two houses.” The 
result of all this is, that in May, 1 87 4, you gave nearly all 
these persons lease according to the resolutions of the 

Sth April, 1874. On the 22nd May, it was resolved 

“That John Sullivan get his premises in the Main- 
street, at £3 per annum, and to pay Mrs. Keely £2-5 
now, £25 in six months, and £25 in twelve months. 

509. Mr. H. IPPhail. — I wish to call your attention 
to the fact that the best building plots on Earl Fitz- 
william’s estate can be had for 2s. Gd. per foot frontage. 
I also desire to mention that the Corporation have 
allowed their property to he takeu from them. I refer 
to what are called the Burgess Plots. 

510. Mr. ExnAM. — How have they allowed pro- 
perty to go out of their hands ? 

511. Mr. IPPhail. — I cannot tell you how, but that 
they have done so is the fact. When there was a notice 
some five or six years ago,, to sell one of the Burgess 
Plots in the Landed Estates Court, the Commissioners 
never attempted to interfere, but allowed the thing to 
be done. 

512. Mr. Exiiam. — How is that? 

Mr. Halpin. — We had no title to it at all ; we ex- 
amined all the leases, and we could not find any trace 
of it. 

513. Mr. Chapman. — We made evciy inquiry we 
possibly could, and we could not trace it out as bein" 
corporate property. It belonged to Lord Rossmore. ° 

514. Ml'. Halpin. — Tiie way the matter stands is 
this : — There are isolated plots scattered here and there 
between the corporate property, and which may have 
belonged to us two hundred years ago, but we have 
searched the books one hundred and sixty years back 
and we can find no trace by which we could establish 
a right to them, or show that they had ever been ours. 

515. Mr. Exham (at the request of Mr. Sivan). — 
Who is the tenant of these Burgess Plots at present ? 

Mr. Chapman. — -I am. 

516. Mr. Exham. — F rom whom do you hold them? 

Mr. Chapman. — Colonel Cuninghame. He holds 

various plots in the town. 

517. Mr. Exham. — There is one other matter which 
we are particularly desirous of having fully explained ; 
it was very late in the day on the last occasion when 
it was introduced, and it was not sufficiently sifted, I 
mean the loan to the Harbour Commissioners. 

518. Mr. H. IPPhail. — There is no such body as a 
harbour board at all. 

519. Mr. Exham. — This is a very important matter, 
and it is the principal th in g that brought me down. 
Who receives the dues ? 

520. Mr. H. M‘Phail.— That is the veiy thing we 
want to know. 

521. Mr. Halpin. — I can give you every information 
on the subject. 

522. Mr. Exham. — Very well ; then we shall ex- 
amine you with reference to the Harbour Board. 

523. Mr. Halpin then stated — I am the secretary to 
the Harbour Commissioners. I first produce a list of 
mortgage and other debts, amounting in the year 1874 
to £28,696 18s. 8tf. 



[Table. 
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Debts doe on Harbour of Wicklow. 



Mortgage due Town Commissioners, .... 
Interest on same, at 4 per cent, to 5th December, 1S74, 



o 10th November, 1874, 



Mortgage dne London Loan Commissioners, 
Interest on same to 11th November, 1874, . 
By casli paid, • • 



Mortgage due London Loan Commissioners, 
Interest on same to 4th November, 1874, . 

By cash paid, . . . - 



£486 8 9 
136 8 9 



Amount due Bobert Halpin from 1858 to 1869, . 

Amount duf Robert Burkitt, taxed costs, . . 

Less amount paid by Harbour Commissioners, .... 

Amount due the following Harbour Commissioners, advanced personally for 
Harbour purposes : — 

John Perrin, ...... 

William Nolan, ...... 

William Nolan, junior, . 

.Tames Nolan, ...... 

John Edwards, ...... 

John Chapman, ...... 

Thomas Doolittle, . . • • 

Edward Doolittle, ..... 

John Parker, ...... 

Joseph Pim, 

Thomas Gregory, ..... 



£ s. <7. 
8,000 0 0 
6,400 0 0 



£ s. d. 



14,400 0 0 



£ s. <1. 



4.000 0 0 
2,700 0 0 

6,700 0 0 

21,100 0 0 

3.000 0 0 



335 0 0 



3,335 0 0 



6,635 0 0 
275 0 0 



271 16 7 



37 14 9 
37 14 9 
37 14 9 
37 14 9 
37 14 9 
37 14 9 
87 14 9 
37 14 9 
37 14 9 
37 14 9 
37 14 9 



£28,696 18 8 



Wicklow. 
Feb! 10, 1877. 

Mr. Robert 
Halpin. 



There is a mortgage debt due from 1854 to the Town 
Commissioners of £12,000, and interest. That £12,000 
was borrowed on the corporate estate, with the consent 
of the Treasury to lend to the then Harbour Commis- 
sioners. They lent it to them in 1854, and took a 
mortgage on the tolls in expectancy when the works 
would be finished, as provided by the 5th and 6th 
Vic., c. 111. In 1854, Mr. Brett, the county sur- 
veyor was our engineer, and we advertised for con- 
tracts. (I have been secretary to the Harbour Com- 
missioners from the commencement to the present), 
and made a contract for £8,500 for completing the 
works to an extent sufficient to entitle us to the tolls. 
These tolls were estimated at £1,500, which was ample 
to pay the loan and interest if the work had been done. 
The contractor went on slowly and badly, and not at 
all in accordance with the specifications, the result of 
which was that an action had to be taken against him 
for breacli of contract, and there was a long and pro- 
tracted trial. Killeen, of Malaliide, was the name of 
the contractor. The trial lasted in the Court of Ex- 
chequer upwards of thirty-one days, and we spent over 
£3,000 upon it. Afterwards we had a Chancery suit 
which cost upwards of £1,000 more. This suit was 
brought by Killeen against the Commissioners per- 
sonally. The £12,000 was all gone, and he sued them 
individually, and made them personally liable, and 
they paid sums out of their own pockets amounting to 
£1,400 ; then another £6,000 was got from the Govern- 
ment for the harbour, but no good results followed, 
and the harbour is still in a defective state. 

524. Mr. Exham. — Is there a Harbour Board now ? 
—No. 

525. How long is it since there was a Board? — 
Since 1872 there has been no Board. The harbour is 
now in the hands of the Government mortgagees, the 
Public Works Loan Commissioner's. The tolls and 
dues are received by me, and accounted for to the 
Government on foot of the £6,000 loan. 

526. Are the dues regulated by an Act of Parlia- 
ment? — They are not. We had a decision in the 
Queen’s Bench which laid down that the dues which 
are received are fair and legitimate, and lawful for 
moorage and quayage, but there are no tolls under the 



Harbour Act, as the harbour was never sufficiently 
deepened to entitle us to collect dues. We merely 
charge for moorage and quayage — in fact for the use 
and occupation of the pi'operty. 

527. They say you never completed the harbour, 
and therefore you cannot get the (lues 1 — J ust so. 

528. Mr. Chapman. — The clause iu the Act said 
there should he a certain depth over the outer bar be- 
fore tolls could be levied. That depth lias not been 
attained. 

529. Mr. Halpin. — We cannot levy the tolls under 
the Harbour Act, because the harbour has never been 
deepened to the required depth. 

530. Mr. Exham. — Is there any great anxiety here 
to deepen the harbour? — There would be if we had the 
means. 

531. You say there has been no Board since 1872 ? 
—Yes. 

532. Was there any gentleman acting on the last 
Board who had never taken the oath ? 

Mr . Halpin. — Not one. They were all duly quali- 
fied, and took their declarations. Hie moorage and 
quayage dues are received by me as their secretary. 
The accounts are furnished annually to the Loan Fund 
Commissioners, who ai’e the mortgagees of the estate, 
and who have a prior claim to the Town Commissioners. 

533. Mr. Etttam. — W as priority given to the 
Government Loan over yours? — There was. They 
would not lend the £6,000 otherwise until the Town 
Commissioners had foregone their claim. 

534. Who audits the accounts? — Mr. Wakefield, 
the late chairman. 

535. What right has Mr. Wakefield to audit them ? 
— As the trustee of the mortgagees. 

536. Mr. M‘ Phail. — Mr. Halpin is Mr. Wakefield’s 
agent. 

537. Mr. Exham.— Who is Mr. Wakefield, and by 
what authority does he audit the accounts ? — He was 
the last chairman of the board, and he is trustee for 
the mortgagees. 

538. By what authority do you now receive those 
dues ? — Under an Act of Parliament. 

539. Who authorizes you under the Act? — The 
mortgagees. 
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Wicklow. 540. Have you any letter of authority? — I have 
Feb. 10 , ig77. not. Mr. Wakefield is the trustee, and he is acting for 
Mr. Kobert mortgagees. 

Haipin. 541. Who authorizes Mr. Wakefield to examine the 

accounts? — The Public Works Loan Commissioners 
who lent the money. He has authority from them 
to examine the accounts. 

342. Did you ever see any document from them 
authorizing him to do so ? — I did. 

543. If you take an action against anyperson for these 
tolls what authority can you show for doing so. Have 
J'ou any power of attorney or written authority ? — 
The Loan Commissioners have the power. 

544. Do you say that you are in possession as agent 
for them ? — Yes. 

545. Were you appointed by them ? — I was. 

% 546. By letter ? — Not by letter ; verbally. 

547. Tell me the name of the person who appointed 
you ? — Why the secretary, Mr. Willink ; be told Mr. 
Wakefield. 

548. Did you hear him ? — I did not. 

549. Then in point of fact, you are collecting them 
by the authority of Mr. Wakefield ? — I am collecting 
them by the authority of the Loan Fund Commis- 
sioners. 

550. You never got verbal or written authority 
from them ? — I was with them in London, and got 
authority. 

551. Give me the name of the person who authorized 
you to receive those tolls on behalf of the Loan Fund 
Commissioners? — Mr. Barnes their solicitor, gave me 
authority to collect those fees. 

552. Have you a power of attorney from him? — I 
have not. 

553. When did he give you this authority? — In 
London in 1874. 

554. Are you receiving the tolls ever since, and does 
Mr. Wakefield audit the accounts 1 — Yes. 



555. And what do you do with the money ?— I seilll 
it to the mortgagees. 

556. What commission is allowed you for collecting 
the dues? — Ten per cent. I had £30 in hands m 
December, 1875. Since then £60 has been laid out 
on the new quay wall. 

557. Who authorized you to expend this money 

I have the Commissioners’ instructions to keen the 
quays in perfect repair’. 

558. Have you a harbour master? — We have. 

559. What salary does he receive ? — £30 a year. 

560. - Who enters into the contract for repairing 
the walls ? — I do. 

561. Does the harbour master receive the tolls?— 
Some of them and hands them to me. 

562. Do you charge ten per cent, on what he 

receives? — I do. v 

563. Then it appears to me as if you and the 
harbour master were just doing what you like between 
you. Have you any verbal or written direction since 
yon saw that gentleman in London, with regard to the 
way you were to manage the harbour affaire ?— (No 
answer). 

564. I shall take care to put on our notes the way 
this matter is being managed by your acting as is 
alleged here ?— I don’t care what people do, for there 
is nothing to be made by it. 

565. Mr. Oakes. — Will you ask who Mr. Wakefield 
has Iris authority from ? 

566. Mr. Exham. — You may make your mini! easy 
as all about it can be found out, but I cannot pursue 
the inquiry any further. (To Mr. Haipin).— Who 
looks after the harbour now ? — I do and have done so 
for the last twenty-five years. The Loan Fund Com- 
missioners are in possession of the harbour as mortga- 
gees and I am acting as their agent with their 
authority. 

This closed the inquiry. 
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APPENDIX No. 1. 



[The following document was accidentally omitted from the Appendix to the Waterford Report in Part /.] 
1875— Report of the Board of Trade— Waterford Improvement Bill. 



Waterford 

Improvement 

Bill. 



By this Bill the Corporation, of Waterford seek to 
obtain various powers in connexion with their borough, 
anti among them sundry powers with respect to cer- 
tain dues which appear to have been known as water 
bailiff’s fees. 

Clauses 74 to 79 of the Bill are as follows 

74. The Corporation may, if they think fit, and upon 
such terms as may be mutually agreed upon, appoint 
the Harbour Commissioners to collect the water 
bailiff’s fees, and to account for them to the Corpora- 
tion. 

75. From and after the passing of this Act, the 
fees dues, or charges taken or continued to be taken 
within the Port of Waterford by the water bailiff, 
or his deputy or deputies duly authorized in that 
behalf, shall be estimated, levied, and taken in British 
currency, and shall be the fees, dues, or charges fol- 
lowing and none other (that is to say) — 

One penny per ton upon all vessels discharging or 
lading cargo of whatsoever kind ■within the Port of 
Waterford. 

76. The Corporation and the water bailiff shall have, 
with respect to the collection and recovery of the fees 
continued or authorized by this Act, aud with respect 
to the vessels and persons liable to the payment 
thereof, similar powers of recovery, removal, control, 
levy, distress and sale, to the powers conferred on the 
Corporation and water bailiff respectively, or either of 
them by the Police Act, or upon the Harbour Com- 
missioners in respect of dues leviable by them under 
the Act 9th and 10th Viet., c. 292. 

77. Unless or until the Corporation shall otherwise 
determine, the water bailiff’s fees, as and when received 
by the water bailiff or his deputy or deputies, shall be 
pavable and paid by him or them to the treasurer, or 
shall be otherwise accounted for to the Corporation in 
accordance with the provisions in that behalf of the 
Municipal Corporation Acts, and shall be carried to 
the borough fund. 

78. The- Corporation may from time to time, as and 
when they think fit, make and give effect to arrange- 
ments or agreements with the Harbour Commissioners 
as to the collecting of the fees, dues, or charges known 
as the water bailiff’s fees, or any part or parts thereof, 
and as to the application thereof. 

79. Nothing in the foregoing sections or in the Act 
contained shall affect or alter the anchorage dues 
levied by the Corporation within the port. 

The following is an extract from the Report of the 
Royal Commission of Inquiry into Local Charges upon 
Shipping (presented to Parliament in 1855) : — 

Description of Dues and Charges Levied by the 
Municipal Corporation of Waterford. 

1. Tonnage Dues : 

One penny, late Irish currency, per ton of registered 
tonnage. 

2. Anchorage Dues : . 

Vessels not exceeding 100 tons register, 2s. 6 d. late 
Irish currency, equal _ to 2s. id. present currency. 
Vessels exceeding 100 tons register, os. late, equal to 
4s. 8 d. present currency. 

In addition, vessels, principally colliers, requiring 
beams and scales, pay 3s. 8<Z. (4s. late currency) for 
use of the set. 

All foreign ships pay double. 



In the case of steamers plying between Waterford 
and New Ross and Dimgannon, the foregoing charges 
have been commuted for a yearly payment of £20 for 
each steamer. 

Gross amount of tonnage and anchorage dues levied 
in 1852, £850 19s. lOd. 

The Municipal Corporation of Waterford have been, 
from very remote times, possessed of the office of water- 
bailiff, and as appurtenant to it were entitled to levy 
a considerable number of ancient dues and fees. They 
have not, of late years, enforced the payment of any 
other dues than those above mentioned. 

By an arrangement made with the Harbour Com- 
missioners, these dues are collected by them and 
applied, in the first instance, to defraying the expense 
of a quay and river police, of lighting the quays, and 
some other matters closely connected with the harbour, 
the surplus, if any, forming part of the Waterford 
borough fund. 

The expenses thus defrayed by the Harbour Com- 
missioners nearly absorb the whole revenue derived 
from these dues; the amount that went to the borough 
fund (out of which is paid the water bailiff’s salary of 
£75 a year) in 1852 was £40. 

The dues are claimed within that pai-t of the river 
Suir which is within the borough of Waterford, and 
they are in practice levied throughout. 

No differential, dues were charged on foreign vessels 
in 1852. 

The Waterford Steamship Company have addressed 
to the Board of Trade a memorial which is printed in 
the Appendix. 

These dues do not appear to have, at any time, re- 
ceived the sanction of the Legislature ; and having 
regard to the fact that they ore a tax upon shipping, 
the Board of Trade would suggest that the dues should 
not be legalized until provision can be made for their 
application to shipping purposes. . 

T his would be in accordance with the principle, 
generally adopted in modern legislation, of authorizing 
taxation on shipping or on goods carried in. ships only 
where the taxes levied are to be applied to shipping 

P ,u 'P° ses - T. H. Farrer. 

Board of Trade, April, 1875. 



Appendix.— Representation from the Water- 
ford Steamship Company. 

In the year 1869 a memorial was sent to the Board 
if Trade applying -for their interference relative to an 
impost on shipping trading to this port, named watei 
baffift’s fees, levied by order of the Town Council 
under, as they alleged, authority of a charter of Ring 
John, confirmed by various other Royal charters. To 
that memorial the Town Conned replied through the 
town clerk, and in their reply gave a schedule of fees 
settled in 1660, and which schedule contained an item 
of Id. per ton on goods lauded in return fo^vhichthe 
water bailiffs were to furnish planks and stages. 11ns 
they state to he the water bailiffs feee, which ere now 
levied on the shift mad not on the poo*, although w hen 
that change took place, or by whose authority it was 
made, they now profess themselves ramble to state 

The result of that memorial aud reply, and ot the 
negotiations consequent thereon, was an agreement 
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Am*. No. 1. 

Report on 
Waterford 
Improvement 
Bill. 



between tlie Town Council anti tlxe Harbour Commis- 
sioners that three-fourths of the fees should be at the 
disposal of the Harbour Commissioners for shipping 
purposes, and the remaining one-fourth be paid over to 
the Town Council for the general advantage of the 
borough. 

In order to promote harmony between the two great 
co-operative bodies of the town, your memorialists did 
not object to this arrangement, although they then 
thought, and still consider, that dues paid by ship- 
ping should be at the disposal and under the sole 
control of the harbour authorities. In the Bill now 
being promoted, called the Waterford Improvement 
Bill, however an attempt is made to obtain powers 
to levy these dues, to apply them wholly to borouyh 
purposes, should it so please the Town Council, and 
by embodying them with the borough fund, to make 
them liable to the debts of the Corporation. In 
Waterford there are no dues levied upon goods for 
harbour purposes, and your memorialists therefore 
respectfully submit that shipowners have thereby an 
additional claim that the dues paid by shipping should 
be applied solely to their use, and be under the control 
of the harbour authorities. Your memorialists do not 
object to paying the dues if so applied, and they there- 



fore respectfully ask that the Board of Trade will 
intervene on their behalf, and either insist upon all 
sections relative to imposts on shipping being ex- 
punged from the Bill j on its being so fiumed as will 
place those dues at the disposal of, and under the 
control of the existing harbour authorities, for your 
memorialists would object to the Town Council being 
permitted to receive and expend them even although 
on shipping, as it would in fact create two governing 
bodies with concurrent jurisdiction ; all the clauses 
relating to imposts on shipping should be expunged 
from the Bill, or if power to levy these be taken, they 
shall be under the control of the proper harbour 
authorities, to be expended solely for the benefit of 
shipping. 

In which case your memorialists do not make any 
objection to their imposition, as they consider that the 
income so levied is required for the improvement of 
the port, and for furnishing accommodation to the 
shipping frequenting it. 

For the Waterford Steamship Company, Limited. 

Will. Malcomson, Chairman. 

Waterford, S March, 1875. 



- APPENDIX No. 2. 

Belfast. 

Officers and BOROUGH OF BELFAST. 

Salaries. 

List of Officers and Salaries. 



J. H. Otway, Q.c., Recorder,, 

Alex. Cathcart, Recorder's Crier, 

W. C. Cunningham, Clerk of Peace, . 

Dr. Hodges, Borough Analyst, 

■Tames Guthrie, Town Clerk, . 

A. W. Calcutt, Town Clerk’s Assistant, 

Do. Registrar of Cemetery, 

.T. J. Montgomery, Borough Surveyor, 

J. C. Bretland, Assistant Surveyor, . 

John Wakefield, Do., Do. 

James Millar, Surveyor of Highways, 

James Munce, Clerk (Surveyor’s Office), 

H. M‘C. Woods, Accountant, 

W. Blackbume, Accountant's Assistant, 

R. M'Bride, Do. 

E. S. W. De Cobain, Cashier, 

George Reilly, Superintendent Fire Brigade, 
James Sinclair, Street Inspector, 

J. M'Kittrick, Do., 

John Coulter, Petty Sessions Attorney, 

J. M‘Lean, jun., Do. 

A. Woods, Clerk of Markets, 

H. Crawford, Assistant Do., 



£ s. d. 
. 500 0 0 
. 10 0 0 
. 200 0 0 
. 180 0 0 
.. GOO 0 0 
. 170 0 0 
. 80 0 0 
. 650 0 0 
. 275 0 0 
. 225 0 0 
. 150 0 0 
. 120 0 0 
. 350 0 0 
. 120 0 0 
. 120 0 0 
. 300 0 0 
. 250 0 0 
. 130 0 0 
. 150 0 0 
. 150 0 0 
. 150 0 0 
. 250 0 0 
. 160 0 0 



William Davey, Inspector of Provisions, 

Samuel Browne, m.d., Consulting Sanitary Officer, 

C. Scott, Executive Sanitary Officer, . 

George M‘Cann, Superintendent of Cemetery, 

Thomas Dickson, Parks Superintendent, 

Thomas Carothers, Car Inspector, . . 

D. Duff, Do. 

J. C. Moorhead, Deputy Superintendent Fire Brigade, 
F. W. Moneypenny, Apprentice, 

H. O. M'Connick, Do. . . 

W. G. Morrison, Do. 

Robert Meyer, Do. 

J. Morrow, Sergeant at Mace, . . 

W. Kilpatrick, Do. 

J. Johnston, Hall Keeper, &c., 

J. Tannahill, Hall Porter, 

Alice Kerr, Charwoman, 

John Stewart, Caretaker (Coroner's Court), . 

Brigade Force, .... 

R. F. Drill, M.D., Borough Coroner, . 



0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 



Total, £6,892 10 0 






APPENDIX No. 3. 



Belfast 
Corporation 
Gas Accounts. 



Borough of Belfast Corporation Gas Accounts, for the Year ending 30th June, 187G. 

Abstract of the Accounts of the Belfast Corporation Gas Works for the Year ended the 30th June, 1876, 
showing the Receipts and Expenditure under the several heads during that period. 



Receipts. 



To Loans on Mortgage, .... 

Perpetual Annuities, .... 

„ Purchase-money of the Shankill Property, 



No. 1. — Capital Account. 



Expenditure. 



£ s. d. 
. 468,764 0 0 
. 2,245 14 11 

140 0 0 



£ i. d. 

By Expenditure to June 30th, 1875, . . 439,804 5 0 



Additional Outlay. 



By Cost of Conveyance of Works, Mortgage 
Stamps, &c., and Commission on Loans, 

„ New Buildings, Machinery, and Extension of 
Works, including Quay Wall, Experimental 
Works, and Square Sett Paving, 

„ New Mains, 

„ New Services, 

„ New Meters, 



„ Balance, 



3,249 12 9 



£451,387 12 6 
19,752 2 5 



£471,139 14 11 



£471,139 14 11 



I certify the foregoing to be a true abstract of the Receipts and Expenditure of the Capital Account of the 
Belfast Corporation Gas Works for the year ended the 30th June, 1876. 

Dated this 30th day of September, 1876. R. Simms, Auditor. 
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No. 2 . — Pcevenue Account. 



Receipts. 

£ s. d. £ s. d. 
To Sale of Gas, . . 75,813 18 8 

Less Discounts, . 4,794 1 8 
„ Bad Debts, . 284 9 8 



„ Public Lighting, and 

’ under Agreements, $ 

„ Rental of Meters, . 4,115 11 6 

Less Discounts, . 6 9 11 

„ Bad Debts, . 17 0 8 

23 10 7 



„ Residual Products: — 

Sales of Coke and 
Breeze, less labour, &c.. 
Used of Coke for Fur- 
naces, &c., in Car- 
bonization, 

„ Sales of Tar, . 

„ „ Ammoniacal 

Liquor, . 

„ Gas Rents recovered 
(formerly written off 
as bad), 



15,358 17 11 
6,144 0 9 



£107,900 16 0 



Expenditure. 



By Coals, including Dues, Carriage, Unloading, 
and all expenses of depositing same on Works, 
„ Purification and Sundries, including labour, 

£680 19s. 

„ Salaries of Engineer and Assistant, . . , 

„ Wages (Carbonizing), 

„ Repairs and Maintenance of Works and Plant 
(including renewal of Retorts), Machines, Ap- 
paratus, Tools, Materials, and Labour, . 

„ Residual Products used in Carbonization and 
for Engines, . . . . 

By Distribution of Gas — 

Salaries of Chief Inspector, Inspectors, and 
Clerks in Department, .... 
Repair, Maintenance, and Renewal of Mains 
and Service Pipes, including Materials, 
Laying and Paving, and Labour, 

Repairing, Renewing, and Refixiug Meters, 

By Public Lamps — Lighting and Repairs, . 

,, Rents, Rates, and Taxes — 

Rents, ....... 

Rates and Taxes, .... 

By Salaries of Cashier, Accountant and Clerks, 
Office-keepers, and Messengers, 

,, Salaries of Collectors, .... 

„ Stationery and Printing, 

„ General Establishment Charges and Incidental 

Expenses, 

„ Audit Fund, ...... 

„ Law Charges, 



£ a. < 

48,910 6 1 

1,552 8 
692 14 
6,298 2 

5,026 6 
6,144 0 



By Balance carried to Net Revenue Account, 



£107,900 16 0 



I certify the foregoing to be a true abstract of the Receipts and Expenditure of tbe Revenue Account o 
the Belfast Corporation Gas Works for tbe year ended tbe 30th June, 1876. 



Dated this 30th day of September, 1876. 



R. Simms, Auditor. 



No. 3. — Profit and Loss Account. 
Net Revenue. 



Dr. 

To Balance from last year’s Account, 
„ Revenue Account, 



£43,081 3 S 



By Interest on Purchase Money and LoanB for the 
year ending June 30th, 1876 (less Bank Interest, 

£551 9s.) 

By Balance — consisting of Balance 
from last year’s Account, . £13,915 1 5 

Net Profit on Tear’s Working, . 7,949 9 2 



£43,081 3 S 



T certify tbe foregoing to be a true abstract of the Profit and Loss Account of the Belfast Corporation Gas 
Works for the year ended the 30th June, 1876. 



Dated this 30th day of September, 1876. 



R. Simms, Auditor. 



No. 4 . — Balance Sheet. 



Dr. 

£ s. d. 

To Balance from Revenue Account, . . 21,864 10 7 

„ Capital Account, . . 19,752 2 5 

To Sundry Amounts due for Interest to June 30th, 

Legal Costs, &e., .... 3,374 3 6 



£44,990 16 6 



By Cash at Bankers, .... 
„ Value of Stocks in hand, 

„ Accounts due for Gas, . £7,762 7 9 
„ Accounts dne for Meter Bent, . 969 18 6 



„ Sundry Accounts for Coke, Tar, &c., . 

,, Sundry Accounts for Service Pipes, . 

„ Sundries — consistingof Council Lamp Account 
(£4,048 5s.), Harbour Lamp Account 
(£290 16s. 4<t), &c. 

„ Half-year's Taxes unespired carried forward. 



Cr. 

£ s. d. 
21,639 12 0 
6,849 4 11 



8,782 6 3 
1,607 15 11 
263 0 5 



4,619 G 4 
1,379 10 8 



£44,990 16 6 



I certify tbe foregoing to be a true Balance Sheet of the Account of the Belfast Corporation Gas Works 
for the year ended the 30th June; 1876. 



Dated this 30th day of September, 1876. 



R. Simms, Auditor. 



Am*. No. 8. 
Belfast 

Corporation 
Gas Accounts. 
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APPENDIX No. 4. 



Belfast. 
Roneys 
Borrowed, 
amounts paid 
off, and 
balances now 



Borough of Belfast. 

Statement, prepared by H. M‘C. Woods, showing the Total Amounts Borrowed by the 
Corporation under the powers of their several Local Acts, Amounts paid off, and the Balances 
now due, exclusive of Gas Loans. 



Amounts borrowed. Paid off. . Now due. 



On Police Rate — Acts 1845 and 1846:— 


£ 


4. 


d. 


£ 


4. 


■d. 


£ 4. J 


Primary Mortgages, ...... 


199,376 


13 


2 


87,181 


13 


2 


112,245 0 0 


Award Act, 1864 : — 


Secondary Mortgages, ...... 


119,081 


12 


6 


86,081 


12 


6) 


83,000 0 0 


.Tames Keyland — purchase-money, .... 


980 


0 


0 


980 


0 


■of 


, Total on Police Rate, .... 


. £319,438 


5 


8 


174,193 


5 


8 


145,245 0 0 


On General Purposes Rate — Act 1873 


For one-third cost of Antrim Road District Sewers, 


3,860 


0 


0 


1,460 


0 


0 


•’400 0 


For one-third cost of Newtownards Road District Sewers, 


6,119 


0 


0 


•528 


4 


C 


5,590 15 C 



£ s. d. 

Paid, . . . . . 737 8 8 

Less Interest on Principal to 1st November, 1876, 209 3 9 

. Paid off, .... £528 4 C* 



For one- third costof Windsor District Sewers. On account of £3,098 
to be borrowed, ....... 

For Permanent Paving of Streets, ..... 

Total on General Purposes Rate, 

On District Sewers Rates — Acts 1865 and 1866 : — 

On Crnmlin and Old-park Roads District Sewers Rate, 

On Antrim Road District Sewers Rate, .... 

On Newtownards Road District Sewers Rate, .... 



£ s. d 

Paid, 737 8 8 

Less Principal and Interest to 1st November, 1876, 209 3 9 



Paid off, . . . £528 4 6* 



2,500 0 0 
17,600 0 0 



£30,079 0 0 



- On Windsor District Sewers Rate, on account of £8,698 to be borrowed, 2,500 0 0 

Under Public Parks Act, 1869 : — 

On Borough and Parks Rates, ...... 4,000 0 0 



420 0 0 



2,408 4 C 



780 0 0 
978 0 0 
*528 4 6 



On Cemetery and Burial Rate Act, 1866 : — 

For Purchase and Completion of Cemetery, .... 25000 0 0 

Total of all Moneys Borrowed, Paid off, and now Due, £392,116 5 8 



520 0 0 
2.702 0 0 
5,590 15 « 



2,500 O o 



4,000 O 0 



9,200 0 0 
197,428 11 0 



12th December, 1876. 



Statement at foot showing the purposes to which the Loans oh the Police Fund 



were applied. 



The total Moneys Borrowed as per the Award Act, 1864 were 

Less difference between tbe £200,000 mentioned in Act and the amount then borrowed, £199,376, 



£ «. d. 

284,640 0 11 
623 6 1.0 



£284,010 1 4 1 



Of this there was applied to New Street purposes, 
lo the purchase of Market Rights, the erection of Ne 
Miscellaneous Expenditure, 



£ 4. d 

• • • ■ 179,030 0 9 

Markets, and improvements therein, 99,391 3 7 

5,595 9 9 

— £284,016 14 f 
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APPENDIX No. 5. 

Abstract of the Accounts of the Town Council for the Year ended the 31st December, 1875, showing 
the Receipts and Expenditure under the several heads during that period. 

Police Fund. 

Receipts. i Expenditure. 

Nature of Receipt. Amount. 



Abstract of 
the Accounts 
of the Borough 
of Belfast. 



Balance in hand 1st January, 1875, 

Police Rate, including Bounty from Govern- 
ment in lieu of Rate, 

Markets, 

Weights and Measures Adjusting Account, 
Slaughter House, 

Fines— Petty Sessions, &c., 

Licenses, 

Rent Account, 

Fire Account, 

. Income-tax, 

Lighting Account,- . • 

Interest, 

Law Costs, . 

Burial Ground, 

House Account, 

Miscellaneous,' 

Street Improvements, 

Treasurer — overdrawn per Bank 

Pass Book, . . . 2,002 1 

Cheques issued — No. 5, 38, 40, 

3896— unpaid at Bank, . 83 1 



2,431 19 7 

34,833 1 4 
9,223 7 5 
156 13 3 



69 8 9 
359 14 3 
54 5 11 



Nature of Expenditure. 

Police Rate— refunded, 

Commission to Collectors, . 

Markets, 

Weights and Measures Adjusting Account, 
Slaughter House, . 

Fines, Stamps on Committals, &c. 

Car Inspectors, 

Rent Account, 

Fire Account, 

Interest on Mortgages, 

Income-tax, 

Lighting Account, . 

Advertising, Printing, and Stationery 
Law Costs, . 

Sanitary Account, . 

House Account, 

Salaries, 

Superannuations, 

Miscellaneous, 

Constabulary, 

Slaughter House (erection of), 

Market Improvements, 

Street Improvements, 

Municipal Buildings, 

Sinking Funds Account, _ . 

Balance in hands of Cashier, 



Amount. 
£ s. d. 
14 18 19 
495 8 5 
,897 17 5 
71 16 4 
348 10 9 
166 17 6 
185 19 6 
12 18 8 
,810 17 3 
,515 15 9 
54 19 2 
288 13 



111 



1 1 



1,124 5 2 
24 8 8 
731 2 0 
375 10 0 
202 2 6 
619 10 6 
15,160 15 11 
40 12 7 
2,991 0 10 
5,835 9 2 
1,571 12 0 
4,829 10 0 
8 6 6 



£53,527 19 6 | £53,527 19 0 

Signed only for Balance due to the Belfast Banking Company, on Police Fund Account, say Two Thousand 
and Two Pounds, Seventeen Shillings, and Eight Pence sterling. A J ohns, Treasurer. 

R. Simms, Auditor. 

Borough Fund. 



Receipts.- 

£ s. «. 

Balance in hands of Treasurer, 81st August, 1874, 6,041 15 10 

Borough Rate : 

Amount of outstanding Rate on 81st 
August, 1874, . . . .£1,381 3 4 

Amount of Assessment, 1st January, 

1875, as per Schedule 4, . . 5,897 16 6 



Amount collected within the period of 
this Account — 

Arrears, £403 11 5 
Rate, 5,511 9 3 

£5,915 0 8 

Irrecoverable Rate struck off, 99 14 7 



7,278 19 10 



— 5,915 0 8 



Miscellaneous — • 

R. Wingfield, esq., Dog Licenses, 1874, 
•T. Guthrie, esq., for Corporate Seals, 
Pawnbrokers' Certificates, Burgess 
Lists, &c-, ..... 
Councillor Campbell, fine on resigna- 
tion of office, .... 



17 19 
12 10 



Interest from Treasurer on Bank Account, 
OrmeAU Park — ■ r»»UO Pub. Aoooott. 

From Sale of Timber, £21 18s. 6 &•; 

Garden Produce, £34 17s. 8d., 56 1 

John Browne, one year's 
rent of Slob Land, to 
1st August, 1874, . £15 0 0 

ATaggart, balance of Rent 
for Grazing of Surplus 
Ground, Grass-cutting 
of Park, and Rent of 
Lodge, tolstNov., 1874, 85 0 0 

Same, on account Grazing 
of Surplus Ground, 

Grass-cutting of Park, 
and Rent of Lodge, to 
1st November, 1875, . 77 10 0 



Falls Park — 

Mrs. Drain, for Grazing, 



Expenditure. 



Schedule 6: 

Salaries and Allowances to Officers, £2,749 9 

Commission to Collectors of Rate, . 103 9 

Schedule 9 : 

Deputy Assessors at Elections, . . 18 18 

Attendance at Revision, ... 2 2 

Advertising and Printing, . 22 4 

Burgess and Tax Lists, . • . CO 17 

Rent of Premises for Elections, and 
fitting up Polling Booths, . . 52 3 

Rate Books for making out Burgess 



Contingent Expenses : 

Books, Stationery, Advertising and 

Printing, 285 9 11 

Miscellaneous, 511 2 5 

Weights and Measures, . . . 8 16 0 

Public Parks Account, as per Schedule, . . . ! 

Sanitary Account, as per Schedule, .... 
Balance in hands of Treasurer, as per 
Bank Pass-book, . . . .4,743 12 6 

Cash, 14 17 9 



,$12,621 1 3 

Signed only for Balance due by the Belfast Banking Company, say Foul - Thousand Seven Hundred and 
Forty-three Pounds Twelve Shillings and Sixpence Sterling. A. Johns, Treasurer. 

8th November, 1875. R. Simms, Auditor. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




20S LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND TAXATION INQUIRY COMMISSION (IRELAND). 



General Purposes Fund. 



Abstract of the 
Accounts of 
the Borough 
of Belfast. 



Receipts. 
Nature of Receipt. 

Cash in hands of Cashier, 1st 
January, 187S, .... 
Cash in hands of Treasurer on Mali- 
cious Injuries Account, 



52 0 10 
883 12 1 



General Purposes Rate, . . . 

Special Rate, 

Interest, 

Commissioners of Public Works — Loans, 

Income Tax, 

Permits from sundry persons as guarantees to re- 
pair streets or other works on removal of hoardings, 

Miscellaneous, 

Storeyard Account — Materials 
charged to sundry works, . . £20,302 !) 11 

Less amount as per contra, . 17,157 6 3 



935 12 11 
40,005 0 3 
58 3 8 
51 14 3 



making 



Ballymacarrett Account — Sundry persons f< 

crossings, &c., 

Scavenging — For manure and road scrapings, 
Repairs of Streets — Sundry persons for repairs, 
Special Works — Sundry persons for flagging foot- 

Estimated" Works — Sundry persons for making 

Permanent Paving — Loans, .... 
Ordered Works, from Owners of Property, 

Crumlin and Old Park Roads District Drainage 
Sewerage Rate, ..... 

Antrim Road District Drainage: 

Personal Accounts — Sundry 
owners of property, their one- 
third cost of sewers, 

Sewerage Rate, 



Newtownards Road District Drain- 
age: 

Personal Accounts — Sundry 
owners of property, their one- 
third cost of sewers, 

Sewerage Rate, 

Commissioners of Public Works 

Miscellaneous, 



3,145 3 8 



478 18 6 
9,800 0 0 
1,544 11 7 



Treasurer, overdrawn, as per Bank 

Pass Book 

Cheques No. 0,702,0,704, and 0,700 
issued — unpaid at Bank, . 



Expenditure. 

Nature of Expenditure. 

Balance due to Treasurer, 1st January, 1875, 
General Purposes Rate refunded, . 

Commission to Collectors on General Purposes Rate, 
Ditto ditto Special Rate, 

Special Rate refunded, .... 

Malicious Injuries, .... 

Interest, ....... 

County Antrim General Purposes Account, 

County Down General Purposes Account, 
Constabulary, .... 

Salaries, 

Advertising, Printing, and Stationery, 

Interest on Mortgages, 

Mortgage Account paid off, . 

Commissioners of Public Works, 

Income Tax, 

Permits refunded, . . . 

Miscellaneous, 

Storeyard Account — Materials pur- 
chased, £17,157 < 

Ballymacarrett Account, .... 

Scavenging, 

Repairs of Streets, 

Special Works, ...... 

Estimated Works, ..... 

Permanent Paving, 

Ordered Works — Expended on Works, . 

Crumlin and Old Park Roads District Drainage : 
Commission to Collector of Rate, £3 C 
Interest on Mortgages, . . 35 If 

Mortgage paid off, . . . 130 ( 



Antrim Road District Drainage : 
Commission to Collectors of Rate, 
Interest on Mortgages, 

Loans paid off, .... 
Contractor — Balance of his Con- 



663 0 1 
0 6 8 
1 4 2 
28 14 0 
57 11 10 
137 4 3 
16,817 16 0 
678 ID o 
1,082 18 3 



3 6 0 
1,381 10. 0 
156 4 I 



3,092 • 3 i 
10,504 17 3 
12,126 6 8 
1,282 18 5 
1,029 5 7 
9,823 14 8 
977 15 8 



Newtownards Road District Drain- 
age: 

Expended on Sewers, . 
Contractor, on Account, 

Brick supplied to Contractor, 
Commissioners of Public Works, . 
A. M'CIintock, esq., perfecting 
Mortgages, .... 
Commission to Collector of Rate, . 



£856 16 1 
9,859 1 10 
3,020 15 2 



- 13,828 17 7 
. 936 7 11 

89 0 5 



£86,047 19 5 

_ Signed only for Balance due to the Belfast Banking Company, on General Purposes Fimd Account, say 
£4,252 19s. 1 lc?.; and for Balance due by the Belfast Banking Company on Malicious Injuries Account, 
say. £93G 7s. 1 Id. sterling. — • - 



(Signed), 



A. Johns, Treasurer, 
R. Simms, Auditor. 



Balance in hands of Treasurer, 31st 

August, 1874 1,829 5 l 

Cash . 43 16 0 

Burial Rate — 

Amount of Rate outstanding 31st August, 



Amount of Rate struck 1st January, 



Amount thereof collected 
within the period of this 
Account, . . .2,871 11 5 

Irrecoverable Rate struck off, 24 18 



-2,896 10 0 



Amount uncollected 31st August, 1875, 627 9 0 

Rent Account — 

From Mr. Burrowes, half year’s Rent of Beetling Mill, 

to 1st January, 1875, 25 0 0 

Formation of Vaults, 106 5 0 

From Treasurer— Interest on Bank Account, . ! 11 14 6 

„ Sundry persons — Purchase-money of Pro- 
prietary Ground, . . , . . t i joy g ^ 

Fees for opening of Graves, &c., . . ! . ’411 0 0 

Grazing on Surplus Ground, Stamps on Interest Re- 
ceipts, Sale of Hay, Grass, and Flowering of 

Graves, Formation of Jewish Ground, . . . 169 6 10 

Commissioners of Income Tax-Received from Sundry 
persons on Interest paid, . , . . _ 6 6 7 



Expenditure. 



Commission to collectors, 

Rent Account and Rectorial Rentcharge, 
Interest on Mortgages, due 5th October, 

1874, 

Interest on Mortgage, due 5th April, 



Advertising, Printing, and Stationery, 

Formation of Vaults, Brick, Wages, &c. 

Shrubberies and Roads, 

Drainage, Piping Tiles, and Wages, 

Grave Digging, Wages, 

Salaries, ........ 

Miscellaneous, Water Piping, Plumbers’ Work, 
Auditing of Burial Fund Accounts for 1874, 
Painting, Materials, &c., . 

Taxes — Half year’s County Cess on Surplus Ground, 

Building for the temporary reception of the Dead, oi 

account of Contract, 

Amount transferred for Payment of Loans, 

Paid Commissioners of Income Tax, 

Balance due by Treasurer, ns per Bank Pass Book, 



760 4 2 
112 16 9 
190 14 1 
219 10 1 
21 16 6 
401 10 8 
180 8 4 



2,446 14 9 
7 1 10 
1,211 19 9 



c- , if *i~. i £6,671 8 9 I 

feigned only for Balance due by the Belfast Banking Company, say £1,211 19s. 9d. sterling. 

A. Johns, Treasurer. 
R. Simms,. Auditor, 



8th November, 1875. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




APPENDIX. 



209 



APPENDIX No. 6. apf.k 



Contributions to County Antrim Grand Jury from 1S65 to 1875, inclusive. Contribution 

to County 

£ s. d. £ a. d. £ s. d. -Antrim Grand 

The Year 1866, . . 6,309 1 9 The Year 1870, . . 7,382 17 10 The Year 1873, . . 12,168 0 3 

1867, . . 4,435 13 5 „ 1871, . . 8,883 0 7 „ 1874, . . 14,568 0 6 

’ 1868, . . 5,732 12 10 „ 1872, . . 9,608 1 0 „ 1875, . . 16,817 1 6 0 

" 1869, . . 6,229 14 10 



APPENDIX No. 7. 



Am?. No. 7. 



Statement of Dr. Samuel Browne, Consulting Sanitary Officer, Belfast. Dif Browne, 

Consulting 

I am intimately acquainted ■with the sanitary condi- be reported on ; and thus, in a short time, it is hoped Sanitary 
tion of Belfast. I commenced the practice of my profes- that great improvements will be effected. 0 cer ’ e 48 

sion here in 1843. In 1848, along with the late Dr. Mai- The Act for the regulation and inspection of bake- 
colm, I instituted an inquiry into the sanitary state of the houses is carefully observed, and the inspection of grave- 
town, and in unison with a number of other gentlemen, yards, school-houses, and slaughter-houses, is regularly 
formed a sanitary committee to watch over the health earned out, with a close and prompt attention to the 
of the inhabitants. abatement of eveiy nuisance reported on by our several 

The Town Council took the matter up, and, through sanitary officers or by any ratepayer, 
its police committee, earned out the various important The executive sanitary officer has drawn up a state- 
suggestions that were made to them in 1849 and 1850 ; ment of his duties and work, and also of the sub-sani- 
and again in 1853-54 I was appointed medical officer of tary officers, which is handed in. The sanitary officers 
health, under the Council. In 1854, when the suit in report on any nuisances they may observe, and daily 
Chancery was instituted against the Corporation, I re- make a return to the consulting sanitary officer of any 
signed my office, and in doing so strongly recommended infectious diseases newly entered on their hooks, 
the Town Council to cany out the operations of the Having thus far defined my duties, I may be per- 
several Acts then in existence for promoting the public mitted to say that the sanitary committee and Town 
health. These recommendations the Corporation par- Council are ever desirous of meeting my views and at- 
tially observed by having some sanitary inspectors em- tending to my suggestions. In my department every- 
ployed in inspecting and removing nuisances. In 1862 thing works harmoniously and pretty satisfactorily. 

I became a member of the Corporation, and in 1864, In any future legislation, I would respectfully sug- 
on my motion, a sanitary committee of the Council gest a change in the names designating the several offi- 
was appointed to superintend and regulate all sanitary cials in towns, viz. : — 

operations. Of that committee I was a member and the Consulting Sanitary Officer, either “The Medical 
present mayor was chairman. We had an inspector Officer of Health,” or “ Superintendent Medical Officer 
and five assistant inspectors of nuisances, being one for of Health.” 

each ward of the horougli, and there cannot be any Executive Sanitary Officer, “ Head Sanitary In- 
question that the committee and their officers did a spector.” 

large amount of work and effected a considerable Sanitary Officer, “DistrictMedical Officer of Health.” 

amount of good. Sub-sanitary Officers, “ Inspectors of Nuisances.” 

In December, 1 874, the Public Health Act of that I think this would be more in accoi-dance with the 
year was put in operation in this borough, and the duties these officers perform, and would he better un- 
staff of officers was remodelled under the sanction of derstood by the public, 
the Local Government Board. Samuel Browne, 

A consulting sanitary officer, an executive sanitary Consulting Sanitary Officer, 

officer, and nine sanitary officers and six sub-sanitary 



officer's were duly appointed. 

As consulting sanitary officer I attend my office at 
the Town Hall every day to advise and co-operate -with 
the executive and sub-sanitary officers. I also attend 
all meetings of the sanitary committee, and every week 
make a report on the public health. I also attend the 
meetings of the Town Council when required. I draw 
up monthly the portion of the sanitary report which 
relates to the amount of zymotic diseases and the mor- 
tality from these complaints ; and at the end of every 
quarter I give a report on the health of the town. 

As consulting sanitary officer I have charge also of 
carrying out the Adulteration of Eood and Drags Act, 
and have for the present the services of the market in- 
spector, who gives a portion of his time to obtaining 
samples of food and drags for analysis. I have sug- 
gested a better arrangement for the services of such 
an officer, and I hope soon to have the work more effi- 
ciently performed as the committee have the matter 
under consideration. 

The Artisans’ and Labourers’ Dwellings Act has re- 
cently been put in action here, and a scheme, on my 
representation, has been' prepared affecting one of the 
worst localities in the borough. When it is seen how 
this scheme will work, other unhealthy localities will 



The sanitary staff have had the following works exe- 
cuted by the owners of property from 1st J anuary, 
1876, till 1st December, 1876 : — 

8744 Streets and lanes were inspected for sanitary regulations. 

20 Houses provided with backyards and necessary accommoda- 



2668 Feet of pipe drain, laid connecting house drains with street 

103 House drains constructed. 

85 Privies and ashpits erected, and 204 rebuilt. 

12 'Water-closets erected, and 27 repaired. 

1872 House drains cleansed. 

148 Stench-trap grates put in house drains. 

810 Yards retiled, and 67 repaired. 

30 Walls cemented to prevent offensive matter soaking into ad- 
joining premises. 

80 Back passages cleansed. 

45 Houses provided with water- spouts. 

6 Pools of stagnant water abated, and 3 accumulations of offen- 
sive matter removed. 



3 Chimneys raised to abate smoke nuisances. 

11 Cesspools cleansed. 

6 Open and offensive drains cleansed. 

1980 Houses whitewashed. 

3 Open houses closed up. 

4690 Privies and ashpits cleansed. 

262 Houses fumigated and whitewashed where contagious disease 
occurred. „ 

2 E 
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APPENDIX No. 8. 



Joint Report 

of the Sanitary 
ami Town 
Improvement 
Committee*. 



Joint Report of the Sanitary and Town Improvement Committees to be presented to the 
Council. 



Your committees liave conferred with the consulting 
sanitary officer as to the desirability of putting the 
Artizans’ Dwellings Act into force in the district 
between Hercules-street and Smithfield, referred to 
them by resolution of the Council. 

A nnexed to this report is copy of one from the 
consulting sanitary officer on the subject, which is 
based upon a division of the district into three 
portions, in which the Act might with advantage be 
applied. 

An official representation has also been made by 
him, under the provisions of the Act, as to the houses 
in district No. 1, as shown on the map. 

Your committees have reason to believe that an 
improvement scheme for same can be carried out at a 
comparatively moderate cost, viz., under £10,000. 
And they recommend the Council to declare the 
district referred to an unhealthy area, and to authorize 
your committees to have a scheme for its improvement 
prepared and to be submitted to the Council for con- 
tiimation. 

Such scheme will effect a great improvement in a 
populous district of the town, and enable the Council 
to try the working of the Act on a comparatively 
small scale, before entering upon more extensive 
changes. 

John Browne, Chairman. 

Dated 20th September, 1876. 



Appendix to the foregoing Report. 



in a better state ; hence there will be greater difficulty 
and expense in the reconstruction and re-arrangement 
of these areas than of that on which I have prepared 
my representation to the Town Council. 

I have the honour to be, Gentlemen, 

Your obedient Servant, 

Sam. Browne, l.k.q.c.p.i., &c.. 
Consulting Sanitary Officer. 

Sanitary Department, Town Hall, 
18th September, 1876. 

To the Town Council of the Borough of Belfast. 

Gentlemen, — Having carefully examined the houses 
in Smitlifield-court, Smiihfield-place, Bitchie’s-place, 
Hudson’s-court and Hudson’s-entry, I beg to report 
that they are unfit for human habitation, and that 
diseases indicating a generally low condition of health 
have from time to time been prevalent in the area 
comprising these courts, entries, and streets, and that 
such prevalence may reasonably be attributed to the 
closeness, narrowness, and bad arrangement of the 
streets, and to the want of air, light, and ventilation, 
or proper conveniences for the houses within said area. 

And I further represent that the evils connected 
with the houses, courts, entries, and streets, and the 
sanitary defects of said area cannot be effectually 
remedied otherwise than by an improvement scheme 
for the re-arrangement and reconstruction of the streets 
and houses contained therein. 



To the Sanitary and Improvement Committees. 

Town Hall, Belfast, 

18th September, 1876. 

Gentlemen, — I herewith beg to submit a copy of 
the representation I am about to make through you 
to the Town Council, and which refers to the unhealthy 
area which comprises Smithfield-court, Smithfield- 
place, Ritchie’s-place, Hudson’s-court and entry. 

I am also prepared to make a representation to the 
Town Council of the areas bounded by the rear of 
Hercules-street, West side, rear of Barry-street, 
Smithfield, East side, and Torren’s-row, within which 
areas there are several streets in a bad sanitary con- 
dition from narrowness, want of light, and venti- 
lation, and many houses unfit for human habitation 
from their sanitary defects, and which come within 
the provisions of the “Artizans’ and Labourers’ 
Dwellings Improvement Act,” while there may be 
several tenements interspersed among them which are 



I have the honour to be, Gentlemen, 

Your obedient Servant, 
Sam. Browne, l.k.q.c.p.i., <fcc., 
Consulting Sanitary Officer. 



Appendix to Representation to be submitted to the 
Town Council on the unhealthy area comprising 
Smithfield-court, Smithfield-place, Ritchie’s-place, 
Hudson’s-court and entry. 

This area has 86 houses, inhabited by the labouring 
class, and has a population of 378 individuals, among 
whom there have occurred in the five years ending 
December, 1875, 228 cases of sickness and 64 re- 
gistered deaths. These figures show a ratio of sickness 
of 1 2 per cent, per annum and a death-rate of 34 per 
thousand, while the average death-rate of the entire 
borough for the same period was 27-27. 



Ait. 



No. 9. 



APPENDIX No. 9. 



Report hy Mr. Report by Mi-. Montgomery, Borough Surveyor, on 13th February, 1875, embracing a summary 
Montgomery. . of his Original Report in 1866, upon the Drainage of Belfast. 



I liave carefullyreconsidered the whole question of the 
Drainage of Belfast, and I am not able to suggest auy 
material improvement in the scheme which I designed 
in the year 1866, and which is clearly described in the 
accompanying report and plan published in that year. 

This scheme was afterwards referred to an engineer 
of the highest authority in matters of this kind, 
Sir J. W. Bazalgette, k.c.b., who reported his general 
approval of it, and I advise that his sendees be still 
retained in conjunction with mine. 



That project embraced three great objects, viz. : — 

I. The removal of all sewage and other impurities 
from the River Lagan and the other streams which flow- 
through the town, by means of intercepting sewers dis- 
charging below the Twin Islands. 

II. The utilization of the collected sewage by irriga- 
tion, or such other means as might ultimately be proved 
to be successful ; thus preventing the pollution of the 
shores of the Lough, and injury to the Harbour and 
Docks. 
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III. The impounding of the storm waters of the 
Pound Bum and Blackstaff, in regulating reservoirs 
constructed in the higher portions of their courses — 
e.g., in the Forth Biver Valley — so as to abate the 
occasional flooding of certain streets, and to economise 
the water for the millowners and the public. 

Division No. I. — The first object was to be attained 
l>y forming three great intercepting sewers — two on 
the County Antrim side of the Borough, and one on the 
County Down side. 

The greater portion of the Borough, on the Antrim 
side, lies sufficiently high to be drained by gravitation, 
and to effect this a High Level Sewer was to be con- 
structed through the Plains, by Lower Crescent, the 
■Workhouse, Cullingtree-road, Millfield, North Queen- 
street, or York-street, to the North end of Twin Island 
West, discharging, for the time, into the deep water 
and strong current there. 

The other portion of the Antrim side of the Borough, 
not being drainable by gravitation, was to be drained by 
a Low Level Sewer, from Linfield-road, by Basin-lane, 
Cromac-street, Corporation-street, to the Pumping 
Station near the New Docks, whei-e the sewage would 
be raised by steam pumps into the High Level Sewer. 

The Down side would be drained by an Intercepting 
Sewer commencing ultimately near Rosetta, and con- 
tinued by Ormeau-road, Lagan Village, Short Strand, 
through the Harbour Commissioners’ lands, to the deep 
water of the Old Channel, at Twin Island East. 

The cost of these three sewers, and the woi-ks in con- 
nection with them, would amount now to £200,000. 

Division No. II. — The cost of utilizing the sewage 
cannot be estimated until some decision be arrived at 
as regards its disposal. 

Division No. III. — The cost of the regulating reser- 
voirs may be taken as £100,000. 

I do not think that the carrying out of any one or 
two of the three great divisions, viz. : — the Intercepting 
Sewers, the Dtilization, and the Regulating Reservoirs 
— would give entire satisfaction ; and I must say here 
— that, in my judgment, the disposal of the sewage is 
the first tiling to be considered. Suppose all these 
sewers were in operation, and all the sewage of Belfast 
were discharged at the entrance of the New Channel, 
it might be found anything but satisfactory. The 
alternative of conveying the sewage for miles down the 
Lough — as was once suggested — is hardly a question 
for the present time. Recent attempts at utilizing the 
sewage of large towns have been somewhat discourag- 
ing. Glasgow is now making another effort to find 
out what can be done. 

The flooding of certain parts of Belfast arises from 
several causes — e.g., in some streets, from the great 



flow of sewage during excessive rain-fall, in sewers 
which happen to be then closed by the pressure of the 
tide against the valves of the sewers. 

In other streets, extraordinary tides rise through 
the sewers which have no valves, and which cannot 
have valves, owing to the sewers being the outlets of 
streams. 

Again, some streets drain directly into the Blackstaff 
and Pound rivers, and during great floods the river 
water forces its way through their sewers, on to the 
low streets adjacent. 

There is no doubt that if the beds of these 
streams were lowered, and the submerged weirs 
and obstructions, erected by millowners and others, 
were removed, the flooding could be greatly 
diminished. Of late years the flooding has been 
much abated by lowering the bed, where allowed by 
the millowners, and by constructing four overflow 
culverts where sanctioned by them. 

The streams will never be in a satisfactory state, so 
long as fhey contain weirs, and that manufacturers 
foul them with refuse or warm and impure water. 

It must be borne in mind that all these questions are 
exercising the powers of the ablest thinkers of the day. 
Nearly every great town has its drainage difficulty; and 
no town situated like Belfast has yet made an approxi- 
mation to the solution of the problem. Legislation 
has long been promised in aid of local efforts, but if 
something must be done in anticipation, let it be 
something least likely to be affected by future enact- 
ments and further experience. 

The High Level Sewer would be the work of 
most general use, as an instalment, and the least 
costly, if the co-operation of the Harbour Board 
could be secured. It would materially assist in 
keeping down the flooding in the lower parts of the 
town — as at Corporation-street, Dock-street, &c. It 
would also make us more easy about the vicinity of 
North-street, Smitlifield, &c., which was frequently 
flooded until of late years, and where there has been 
great difficulty in keeping the flooding down. It is 
quite true that, in consequence of the various sewers, 
overflows, and other ‘works, executed by the Town 
Council, the flooding is very much less than it was 
years ago, but still, the town grows so fast, that all such 
contrivances may not be able to cope with the ever- 
increasing volume of sewage. This High Level Sewer 
would cost about £60,000, and a rate of 2 d. in the 
pound would fully defray this expense. 



An*. No. !>. 

Report by Mr 
Montgomery. 



J. J. Montgomery. 



\Sth February, 1875. 



APPENDIX No. 10. 



An*. No. 10. 



Appendix to the Report of the Improvement Committee, December 29th, 1875. 
Return of tire Principal Work of the Borough Surveyor’s Department during the year 1875. 



Report of the 
Improvement 
Committee. 



The most important work executed during tire year 
was the drainage of the chief part of the county Down 
side of the borough. The cost of the system of drain- 
age just completed there was about £22,000, and the 
length about 19,524 feet. This makes the third drain- 
age district recently completed, and the whole sum 
expended on the three districts was aborrt £40,000. 

The permanent paving of Corporation-street, Gar- 
moyle-street, part of Victoria-street, and Townhall- 
street, has been completed, at a cost of nearly £13,500. 

The macadam roads have been maintained in fair- 
condition at a cost less than usual, in consequence of 
the permanent paving recently executed. Next year 
the saving will be more apparent. The paved high- 
ways have also been regularly repaired. 

The total length of streets and roads maintained and 
repaired by surveyor’s department is ninety-one miles, 
of which forty-three miles are macadam. 



A weighbridge has been erected at Rosetta school., 
house, which has reduced the cost of material. 

A large number of men have been employed in pre- 
venting flooding, from the Blackstaff and other streams, 
by keeping the courses clear. This work, together 
with the four large overflow sewers, has proved most 
successful in preventing the streams flooding the town 
recently, when so many other towns were inundated. 

The public sewers have been properly maintained 
and cleansed, and several have been reconstructed. 

A large number of new footways, channels, &c., have 
been formed and- flagged in the principal roads and 
streets, e.g. : — Duncairn-street, Clifton-street, Clifton- 
ville-road, Donegall-street, Donegall-quay, Lombard- 
street, Townhall-street, Wilson’s-court, North-street, 
Great Victoria-street, New Lodge-road, Grumlin-road, 
Ormeau-road, Antrim-road, Linenhall-street, Gros- 
venor-street, Whitla-street, Cromac-street, Great 

2 E 2 
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App. No. 10. Patrick-street, Bedford-street, Donegall-square, south, 

Adelaide-street, Gilford-street, North Queen-street, 

Report of the Albert-bridge-road, Lagan Village-road, Short strand, 
Con™! t tee" Church-lane, Dublin-road, Little May-street, Donegall 

Pass, Friars’-bush-road, Shankill-road, and Lagan Bank- 
road. 

Crossings have been formed on Lisburn-road, Cram- 
lin-road, Duncairn-street, Lagan Village-road, Whitla- 
street, and Newtownards-road. 

Several new carstands have been, and are being, 
formed. 

The bridges in Great Victoria-street and North 
Howard-street have been considerably improved and 
widened. 



Number of streets sewered and paved at cost of 
owners under the direction of the borough sur- 
veyor, ....... 79 

Number of houses and buildings of which plans 
were approved, 1,269 



Street Improyesients. 

Considerable portions of ground havingbeeu obtained 
for Widening the following streets, the works have been 
carried out, viz. : — 

Old Lodge-road and Peter’s-hill — a very important im- 
provement is nearly completed here, the old build- 
ings being removed and the streets very much 
widened, under the Provisional Order recently ob- 
tained ; the outlay on this work will, be about 
£6,000, a considerable portion of which will be re- 
payable. Great Victoria-street, at and near the 



bridge; New Lodge-road, Crumlin-road, Ormeavi- 
road, North-street, Antrim-road, Duncairn-street 
Lagan Village-road, Short-strand, Church-lane,’ 
Dublin-road, North Queen-street, Little May-street^ 
Donegall-qnay, and Bedford-street. 

The following works have been completed, or are in 
progress on the Corporate property, viz. : — 

Grain market, new buildings and paving, at a cost 
of £2,000. New slaughter-house for sheep. Sand-quay 
improvements. Flax and pork markets, new buildings. 
Gasworks, new quay and painting manager’s house. 
Mortuary chapel in borough cemetery. New yard and 
buildings for scavenging department. Heating and 
ventilating borough com'ts, cells, &c., and sundry im- 
provements at municipal buildings. Ormeau Park 
skating pond. Falls Park, renewal and alteration of 
buildings and other works. 

The markets and corporate property have been kept 
in repair. 

Seats have been erected along the chief suburban 
roads. 

Plans have been prepared for improving the lighting 
of the principal thoroughfares, and the work is pro- 
ceeding. 

There are also a great many works and duties of a 
miscellaneous character, which it is not necessary to 
refer to. 

J. J. Montgomery. 

29th December, 1875. 



Aw. No. 11. 
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Correspondence 

DrJDwrinn, 
Homan 
Catholic 
Bishop of 
Belfast, anil the 
Town Cleric. 



Copt of Correspondence between Dr. Dorrian, Roman Catholic Bishop of Belfast, and the Town 
Clerk, and material portions of the Resolutions of the Cemetery. Committee thereon, extracted 
from the Report of the said Committee to the Town Council, dated 1st April, 1869. 



Belfast, January 20, 1869. 

Dear Sir, — You may recollect that I applied to 
you some time ago for information as to the power 
which the Roman Catholic bishop will have over the 
ground in the new cemetery intended for the burial of 
members of his flock. 

A bishop is not at liberty by the rules of his church 
to consecrate any such ground unless the right to 
protect it from desecration is secured to him. 

As this matter deeply affects the interests of my 
people, I write again to respectfully solicit some infor- 
mation as to your earliest convenience, and I beg to 
remain, 

Dear sir, very truly yours, 

P. Dorrian. 

James Guthrie, esq. 

Resolved — That the printed rules, as approved by the 
council, be forwarded to the Rev. Dr. Dorrian, and 
that his attention be called to the 26th section of the 
Act 19 <fe 20 Vic., chap. 98, and that he be requested 
to furnish to this committee what addition he proposes 
to have made to these rules, so as to give the right 
to prevent the desecration which he appears to appre- 
hend. 



Brooklyn House, Hollywood, 

February 15, 1869. 

My Dear Sir, — On receipt of your letter of 2nd 
inst., enclosing a copy of the .Rules for the Regulation 
ot the Cemetery, and also a resolution of the Cemetery 
Committee, I have set about making inquiries to 
enable me to supply thte information your committee 
have asked of me in that communication. 

In reference to the Act of Parliament to which my 
attention was called (26th sec. of 19 & 20 Vic., cap. 
98), I beg to say that I was aware that this section, 



with some other things embodied in it, gives to the 
bishop the right to consecrate certain ground for the 
interment of certain persons. But I drew the attention 
of the committee to the fact that a bishop cannot con- 
secrate such ground unless he shall be also able legally 
to inhibit its being used for the interment of those to 
whom the Church refuses Christian burial, and other 
things of a like nature. 

This is not a question of controversy or of personal 
opinion, but of the liberty to be interpreted as con- 
ferred by the Act on eveiy religious denomination, 
and I am anxious to come to an understanding with 
your committee, so that no doubt may be hereafter 
raised when, perhaps, it might be too late for both 
your committee and for the Catholics concerned. 

Then in reference to the addition — that is the right 
I seek to protect the ground from desecration if it 
shall be consecrated — I only seek such arrangement 
as has been made elsewhere under similar circum- 
stances in England and Ireland. 

I shall give but two examples. In Liveipool the 
portion of the cemetery set apart for Catholics has 
been consecrated by the bishop, he having first re- 
ceived the security to which I refer under the sign and 
seal of the Home Secretary, with payment also of a 
small fee to the clergyman for each service. In 
Limerick, in Ireland, the Corporation have leased to 
the parish priests of the city the burying ground, at 
a rent of £60 per year, and the Corporation pay £30 
a year to the clergyman who performs the service at 
the funerals of the poor. 

The Corporation have also made known their perfect 
willingness to do the same to the Protestant or any 
other religious denomination, should ground he re- 
quired by them. ’ 

N ow either of the above arrangements affords the , 
security which I am bound by the rules of our Church 
to have in regard to any grorrnd I should at any time 
consecrate for the above purpose, and I hope that your 
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committee will make some suck, reasonable arrange- 
ment about tke Belfast Cemetery. 

There are some other points, but they are of minor 
importance, and can be easily postponed. 

I have the honour to remain, my dear sir, 

Your faithful servant, 

►J« P. Dorrian. 

James Guthrie, esq., Town Clerk. 

Resolved — That in reply to tlie-letter of Dr. Dorrian, 
the Town Clerk be instructed to write that the rules 
for the regulation of the cemetery have already been 
approved of by the council, and that the committee, 
having considered his suggestions, regret they cannot 
comply with same. 

Your committee ask for authority to employ counsel 
to represent them before the Privy Council on the 
hearing of the above memorial, and that the Mayor 
and a deputation from this committee should also 
attend. 



Report of the Cemetery Committee presented 
to the Council on the 19th day of July, 1809. 

A deputation from your committee, acting under 
the instructions given by the council, attended by 
counsel before the Privy Council on 23rd June, at the 
healing of the memorial presented to the Lord 
Lieutenant, praying that an order might be made that 
the public portions of the Shankill and Friars’ Bush 
burying grounds should be absolutely closed against 
future interments. It was further sought to have 
future interments in the proprietary portions of these 
grounds, and also in the Old Poor House biu-ial 
ground regulated by the Orders of the Privy Council 
made in the year 1858. 

The council are aware that in the year 1867, when 
Dr. Knox held a preliminary inquiry into the con- 
dition of the existing burial grounds and the proposed 
allocation of the new cemetery, much discussion took 
place as to the portion to be. allotted for the use of the 
Homan Catholics. It was hoped that the concessions 
then made, and the construction of the sunk fence 
separating the Catholic and Protestant portions of the 
ground at an expense of .£480, would have removed 
all grounds of complaint on the part of Bishop Donian, 
and that there would be no further controversy on the 
subject. But at the beginning of the present year a 
correspondence took place with the bishop, which has 
been duly reported to the council, in which lie claimed 
as a condition precedent to the consecration of the 
Homan Catholic ground, that he should be invested 
with the right to inhibit the interment there of any 
persou who, in his judgment, was not' entitled to 
be interred in consecrated grounds. Your committee 
were of opinion that they had no right to invest 
Bishop Dorrian with any such authority, and the 
council confirmed their decision. 

At the hearing before the Privy Council the Corpo- 
ration were represented by Mr. Macdonagk, Mr. May, 
and Mr. Andrews ; Mr. Butt and Mr. Kernan appeared 
for Bishop Dorrian. 

Mr. Macdonagk stated to the Privy Council the 
ground upon which the Corporation asked to have an 
order made pursuant to the prayer of the memorial. 
Mr. Butt, on the part of Bishop Dorrian, objected to 
the closing of Fi-iar’s Bush until arrangements were 
made to give the bishop such control over the Roman 
Catholic portion of the new cemetery as would induce 
him to consecrate it according to the usages of the 
Homan Catholic Church j or, in case no such agreement 
could he come to, until time had been given to enable 
the Catholics to provide a cemetery of their own. 
Counsel for the Corporation submitted that by the 
plan which had been sanctioned by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant a fair proportion of the ground had been allotted 
for the use of the Homan Catholics, and that as the 
governing body having the control and the responsi- 



bility of the management of the cemetery the Corpo- 
ration could not legally confer any such power or 
authority upon the bishop of any church. Although 
the members of the Privy Council who were present 
appeared to acquiesce in this view, and to he quite 
satisfied as to the propriety of closing the present 
public grounds, they granted an adjournment to give 
the parties an opportunity of coming to an agreement. 

.On the 29th of June the following rules were sub- 
mitted to your committee as carrying out Bishop Dor- 
riair’s views : — 

Bulks proposed to the Town Council on conditions 
to he annexed to the allotment of a portion of the 
Burial-ground as a place of Homan Catholic 
Interment, and to he at all times hereafter 
observed in relation to same : — 

I. — The portion of ground allotted.shall at all times 
hereafter be and continue to be dedicated as a Roman 
Catholic burying-ground, and no part of it shall he 
ever applied to, or used for any purpose inconsistent 
with such dedication. 

II. — For the better and more effectually seciu-ing of 
the above, no portion of the ground so allotted shall 
ever be used for any purpose unless with the assent 
and approbation of the person for the time being exer- 
cising functions of Roman Catholic bishop in the place 
where such burial-ground is situated, and no interment 
shall take place within the limits of the ground so 
allotted except upon a certificate from such bishop, or 
such person as he may from time to time appoint ; and 
all grants of rights of burial made by the burial board 
within the grounds so allotted shall be made subject 
to the above conditions. 

III. — There shall be at all times appointed a suffi- 
cient number of grave-diggers and other necessary 
attendants for the care of the ground so allotted to 
Roman Catholics ; and no person shall be so appointed 
except with the approbation of such bishop. 

IV. — Out of the funds received by the burial board 
for interments on this portion of the burial-ground 
shall be allotted the remuneration of a Homan Catholic 
clergyman attending the burials therein ; and the burial 
board shall also provide a suitable and sufficient chapel 
within the limits of such allotted ground for the cele- 
bration of the rights of burial according to the rules 
and usage of the Roman Catholic Church. 

V. — That no soil shall he carted off or removed 
outside the consecrated portion of said grounds with- 
out the consent in waiting of said bishop for the time 
being. 

Accompanying these rules a copy was sent of itu 
opinion given by Mr. Butt to the effect that the Court 
of Queen’s Bench would grant a- writ of mandamus to 
compel the Corporation to "make all such arrange- 
ments as according to the rules of the Church on con- 
ditions precedent to consecration j” and that the rules 
which he had settled carried out the conditions which 
the bishop regarded as essential rules and principles of 
his Church. 

Your committee felt bound to decline voluntarily to 
adopt these rules, and upon consultation with counsel 
they were advised that they had acted rightly in doing 
so. TJpon the further hearing before the Privy Coun- 
cil Mr. Butt submitted that time ought to he allowed 
before the order for closing Friar’s Bush takes effect, 
to enable Bishop Dorrian either to memorial the Lord 
Lieutenant, or to apply to the Court of Queen’s Bench 
for a mandamus. After some discussion the Privy 
Council fixed the 25th of November next as the date 
from which their order is to take effect with respect 
to the public portion of Friar’s Bush ; and the 1st of 
August with respect to the other grounds, including 
the proprietary portion of Friar’s Bush. 

[Here follows a copy of the older in the matter of 
the closing of the Belfast burial-grounds.] 

Your committee did not wish to enter into any con- 
troversy with Bishop Dorrian as to the propriety of 
the claim so put forward on his behalf ; they endea- 
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voured to be guided throughout by the plain meaning 
of the Act of Parliament as interpreted by their legal 
advisers. The Corporation as the burial board are 
bound to retain, and are responsible for the manage- 
ment, direction, and control of the cemetery, and are 
to make rules and regulations for that purpose. It is 
obvious that unless expressly authorized to do so the 



burial board cannot divest themselves of this authority 
or delegate to the Roman Catholic bishop the power 
which he seeks for; and further, that to apply ap- 
portion of the fees received for interment in this public 
cemetery in payment of a Roman Catholic priest for 
performing service would be a clear misapplication of 
the fund. 



APPENDIX No. 12. 



The Belfast Banking Company to the Corporation of Belfast. — Conveyance. 



This Indenture, made the 16th. day of November, 
1875, between the Belfast Banking Company (here- 
inafter called the Company) of the one part, and the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough of 
Belfast thereinafter called the Corporation) of the 
other part! Whereas, by the 30th section of the Bel- 
fast Borough Act, 1868, the Corporation were em- 
powered, with the consent, in writing, of the owners 
and lessees of the lands adjoining to a certain foot pas- 
sage running at the rear of the Belfast Bank, between 
Donegall-street and North-street, in the said borough 
of Belfast, to close and stop up such passage, and to 
convey the same in exchange for another passage or 
for other land of equal value, to be used either for 
enabling tbe Corporation to widen the adjoining street 
or for the formation of another public passage in 
lieu of tbe one so closed ; and whereas, by an agree- 
ment bearing date tbe 31st day of March, 1875, and 
made between the Corporation of the one part and the 
Company of the other part, it was agreed, amongst 
other things, that the Corporation would, for the con- 
siderations therein mentioned, forthwith pass a resolu- 
tion to close and stop up the said passage, and would, 
when required, convey to the Company the ground or 
soil of such passage. And that in consideration of the 
closing and stoppage of the said passage and of the 
agreement for the conveyance to them of the ground 
thereof, the Company would convey, by way of ex- 
change to the Corporation, for the use of the public, 
and to widen a portion of North-street aforesaid a strip 
of ground eight feet six inches in width, being the 
front portion of the Company's premises in North-street 
aforesaid, then or lately in the occupation of Greenliill 
Brothers, and would also procure Patrick M‘ Guinness 
to convey to the Corporation the strip of ground front- 
ing the building erected by him in North-street afore- 
said and coloured yellow on the plan endorsed on said 
agreement in order that the same might be dedicated 
to the public use as part of the said street. And 
whereas the Corporation, with the consent of the Com- 
pany, who then were, and still are, the owners and 
lessees of the lands adjoining said foot passage on the 
1st day of April, 1875, duly passed a resolution to close 
and stop up the said passage ; and whereas, by inden- 
ture hearing equal date herewith and made between 
the said Patrick M'Guinness of the first part, the Com- 
pany of the second part, find the Corporation of the 
third part, the said Patrick M'Guinness, at the request 
and by direction of tbe Company, and in consideration 
of £300 paid to him by them, did grant unto the Cor- 
poration and their successors the said strip of ground 
situate on the east side of North-street, in the town of 
Belfast aforesaid fronting the building lately erected 
by him. To hold unto the Corporation and their suc- 
cessors for ever as part of the street called North- 
street ; and whereas, the Corporation are satisfied that 
the said two strips of ground respectively conveyed to 



the Corporation by the said hereinbefore recited inden- 
ture of equal date herewith, and by these presents are of 
equal or superior value to the said foot passage ; and 
whereas, the Corporation have required the Company, 
pursuant to the said hereinbefore recited agreement to 
convey to the Corporation said strip of ground in front 
of the premises of the Company in North-street afore- 
said. Now, this indenture witnesseth that for further 
effectuating the said agreement of the 31st day of 
March, 1S75, on the part of the Company and in con- 
sideration of the premises, they, the Company, do, 
by these presents, grant unto the Corporation and 
their successors, all that the said strip of ground, eight 
feet six inches in width, being the front portion of the 
Company’s premises iri North-street aforesaid, lately in 
the possession of Messrs. Greenliill Brothers, and 
coloured pink upon the map or plan hereupon endorsed 
and which said premises are situate in the borough of 
Belfast, in the barony of Upper Belfast, and county of 
Antrim. To hold unto the Corporation and then- succes- 
sors, to the use of the Corporation and their successors 
henceforth for ever as part of the street called North 
street; and the Company do hereby for themselves their 
successors and assigns covenant with the Corporation 
and their successors that notwithstanding any matter 
or thing by them done, omitted, or knowingly suffered, 
they, the Company, now have power to grant the said 
premises hereinbefore expressed to be hereby granted 
unto the Corporation and their successors in manner 
aforesaid free from incumbrances, and that all the said 
premises shall be quietly entered into, held, and en- 
joyed by tbe Corporation and their successors in 
manner aforesaid without any interruption by the Com- 
pany or any person claiming through, or in trust, for 
them, and further, that the Company and every person 
having or claiming any estate, right, title, or interest 
in or to the said premises through or in trust for them 
will at all times hereafter at the cost of the Corpora- 
tion, their successors, or assigns, execute and do every 
such assurance and thing for the further or more per- 
fectly assuring all or any of said premises to the use of 
the Corporation, their successors and assigns as by 
them shall be reasonably required. In witness 
whereof, the Company have hereunto affixed their com- 
mon seal, and the Corporation have hereunto affixed 
their corporate seal the day and year first herein 
written. 



Present when the common 
seal of the Belfast Bank- 
ing Company was here- 
unto affixed, 

Hugh Bingham, 
Belfast Bank, Belfast. 

Alex. Mackae, 
BelfastBank, Belfast. 



Directors present 
when the seal of 
the Company was 
affixed, (Seal.) 

E. H. Clarke. 

A. Johns. 
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APPENDIX No. 13. 

Statement prepared by Mr. Black to show particulars of Taxation, and bow applied. 



Kates Levied in 1875. 



Police Bate, . 



General Purposes Bate, 



: flth Vic., cap. 142 (1845). 

294 (1846). 
254 (1847). 
108 (1S50). 
114 (1853). 

198 (1864). 

199 (1873). 



9th & 1C 
10th Si Util 
13tll & 14th 
16th & 17th 
27th Si 28th 
36th & 37th 



. 28th & 29th Vic., cap. 183 (1865). . 
31st fc 32nd „ 117 (1868). 

36th & 37th „ 199 (1873). 



Maximum, Is. 8 il. in the .51 
on valuations not exceed- | 
ing 520. 

Maximum, 3s. id. in th 
on valuations exceeding I 
£20. 



Maximum, 2s. in tho 51 
within the lighted and 
watched district, and " 



is. in the 51 on valuations not. 
exceeding 520. 

2s. in the £1 on valuations 
exceeding 520. 



2s. in the 51 within the 
lighted and watched dis- | 
trict, and Is. ad. on 
other property. 



District Sewers Bate, 



Burial Bate, 
Borough Bate, 



28th Si 29th Vic., cap. 183 (1S65). 
3 1st Si 32nd „ 117 (1868). 

36th Si 37th „ 199 (1873). 



, 29th & 30th Vic., cap. 118 (1866). | 
. Municipal Corporations Act, 



Crumlin and Old Park Roads 
district at 3d. in the 51. 

im Road district at 7 d. I 
in the 51. 

Newtownnrd3 Road district 
at lOd. in the 51. 

I IJd. in the £1. 



Maximum, 3d. in the £1. 



Police Bate, 



Payment oi Constabulary, 
lighting, interest on and 
repayment oi loans, mis- 
cellaneous charges, Ac. 



90-36 per cent, of all rates 
was collected in 1875. 

S 29 per cent, was allowed 
for discount on ratings 
valued at £8 and under 
for rate paid in January, 
vacancies, &c. 



Five collectors, 
for each ward, who 
receive 1 J per cent, 
on amount 
lected. 



Landlords rated up to £8, and 
discount of 25 per cent, al- 
lowed if paid within a month. 



General Purposes Bate, 



District Sewers Rate, 



Repairs and scavenging of ' 
streets, portion of cost of 
Constabulary, contribu- 
tion to counties of Antrim 
and Down.intereston and 
repayment of loans. 

. I Amount required for pay- 1 
ment of interest, and sink- 
ing fund for repayment of 



Landlords rated up to £8, and 
discount of 25 per cent, al- 
lowed if paid within a month. 



Landlords rated up to £8, and 
i discount of 25 per cent, al- 
I lowed if paid within a month. 



Burial Bate, 
Borough Bate, . 



, Salaries of municipal o 
cers, expenses of burgess I 
roll, and elections, Sic. 



Landlords rated up to £8. 
Landlords rated up to £8. 



APPENDIX No. 14. 

Illustrations of Discrepancies between Bated and Letting Value of House Property under 
Griffith’s Valuation of 1860. 
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APPENDIX No. 15. 



Belfast. 
Opinion of Mr. 
May, q.c., as 
to the Black- 
staff and Pound 
Burn streams. 



Extract from the Opinion of George A. C. May, Esq., q.c., as to the Blackstafl and Pound Burn. 



With respect to the other question of the nuisance 
occasioned by the pollution of the streams. 

Sufficient powers are given by the Act of 1850 (so 
far as concerns the Pound Burn), and by the Sanitary 
Acts, but under the circumstances of this case, I do 
not think these powers would be found available. 
These streams appear by general consent to have been 
converted into public sewers. The sdwers constructed 
by the Town Council run into them, and it is stated 
that in fact no other means exist of discharging the 
sewage of part of the town. It would be very difficult 
to treat individuals ' as guilty of a nuisance, because 
they use these watercourses as sewers ; and with re- 
spect to the return of heated water to the streams, 
probably that of itself would not constitute a nuisance, 
but the waters being polluted are rendered additionally 
offensive by being heated. However, if it could be 
shown that the return of heated water to the river 
increased the nuisance materially, I think that’ might 
constitute a public nuisance, and be capable of being 



remedied either by indictment or other-wise. But 
such an act as this does not seem to be a nuisance, 
within the meaning of the Sanitary Acts. Upon the 
whole, such a case as the present seems to fall within 
the 22nd section of the Nuisances Removal Act, 1855. 
The only effectual remedy would be that suggested in 
the case, the construction of an intercepting sewer. 
But this it seems would he attended with very con- 
siderable expense. 

Upon the whole I fear the Town Council will find 
it very" difficult, if not impossible, by legal proceedings 
directed against individuals, to enforce any abatement 
of the existing evils. They are the result of a long 
continued state of facts connived at by the public, and 
it would be very difficult to induce a jury to find a 
verdict against any particular individual. 

I fear that the only relief to he hoped for is from 
particular legislation on the subject. 

George A. C. May. 



***• No - 1,! - . * APPENDIX No. 16. 

Belfast. 

Members of List of the Members of Council for the year 1876, and their Professions or Occupations, with 
Town Council. Amounts of their Valuations. 



Aldermen. 



Name. Profession or Business. Valuation. 

£ s. 

James Carlisle, . . Linen Manufacturer, . . *3,534 15 

Sir John Savage, . Do. . . 1,189 10 

William Mullan, . Wholesale Grocer, . . . 630 15 

Bernard Hughes, . Flour Merchant and Baker, . 669 0 

John Preston, . . Flax Merchant, . . . 1,347 0 

Henry Whitaker, . Apothecary, . . . . 356 0 

Sir Robert Boag, . Knight, 144 0 

Edward P. Cowan, . Wholesale Wine and Spirit Mer- 
chant, ..... 193 0 

Thomas G. Lindsay, . Warehouseman, . . . 1,460 0 

James A. Alexander, m.d., 20 0 



Councillors. 

Samuel Lawther, . Ship Owner and Merchant, . 120 0 

William Harvey, . Contractor, . . . . 64 0 

Robert Kelly, . . Solicitor, 20 0 

George H. Carse, . Gentleman, .... 116 10 

E. H. Thompson, . Linen Merchant, . . . 180 0 

Daniel Dixon, . . Ship Owner and Timber Mer- 
chant, 391 0 

James Henry, . . Builder, .... 254 0 

Robert Thompson, . Linen Merchant, . . *1,380 0 

John Caruth, . . Flour Merchant, . 96 0 



John Suffern, . 
Robert Stewart, 
James H. Haslett, . 
W. Q. Ewart, . 

W. H. Braddell, 

John Oulton, . 
James Adams, . 

John Greenhill, 

David Corbett, . 

John Hamill, . 
Jame3 A. Henderson, 
John Rogers, . 

John Browne, . 
Thomas Gaffikin, 
George G. Bingham, . 
James Fraser, . 
James Jenkins, . 

R. D. Bates, . 
William Gregg, 
James Hart, . • . 
Thomas H. Browne, . 



Councillors. 

Profession or Business. Valuation. 



£ s. 



Gentleman, 




150 0 


Linen Merchant, 




130 0 


Druggist, 

Linen Manufacturer and Mer- 


22S 0 






3,567 10 






103 0 


Flax Merchant, 




202 0 






560 0 


Grain Merchant, 
Wholesale Grocer and 


Spirit 


145 0 




254 0 


Gentleman ( since dead'), 




740 0 


Newspaper Proprietor, 






Wire Merchant, 












Linen Merchant, ' . 




192 0 


Commission Merchant, 






Provision Merchant, . 






















592 0 


Textile Manufacturer, 






Timber Merchant, . 


£21,258 15 



Forty Members give an average of £531 9s. id. each. 



a Limited Liability Company. 



Trim. 

Names ofTown 
Commissioners. 



APPENDIX No. 17. 

Names of Town Commissioners for Trim for the year 1876, with their Qualifications and 
Occupations. 



John Francis O’Reilly, Chairman, Doctor of 
Medicine, . 

John Bracken, Baker, 

James Blake, Grazier and Cattle Exporter, 

John Gogarty, Grocer and Spirit Merchant, 
Patrick Gelsinan, Grocer and Spirit Dealer, 



Thomas Kennedy, Miller and Grazier, . 60 0 
Harcourt Lightburne, Sub-Sheriff and 
Attorney-at-Law, . . . 20 0 

Patrick Malone, Civil Engineer, . 23 0 

James Plunkett, Hardware and Spirit 
Merchant, .... 17 0 



0 and 15 10 0 
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APPENDIX No. 18. 



Arr. No. 18. 



TRIM. Accounts of 

the Town 

Towns Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854. Number of Commissioners, 9. Number of Burgesses, 96. Commie- 
Population in 1871, 2,195. Acreage within Municipal Boundary, 154a. 2r. 15p. Rateable value of Buildings Trim > 
mid Lands, £2,006 15s. No rates levied. 



Abstract of the Accounts of the Town Commissioners of Trim for the Year ended the 30th April, 1876, 
showing the Receipts and Expenditure under the several heads during that period. 

Receipts. 



To Rents of property of Town Commissioue 



Ouneel tolls. 
Cranes — Com, 

„ Butter, 



Dog tax, . 

Building stone, 

Hire of ladders and barrows, 

Hire of Assembly Room, . ... 

Lodgment to credit of town funders under 

Auditor’s surcharge, . ... 

Miscellaneous receipts, . ... 



4 18 

5 8 
0 14 



Expenditure. 

Treasurer at commencement of 



By Balance due 
the year, 

Salary of Town Cleric and Weigh- 
in aster, 

Cleansing, iucludingsalary of Town 
Sergeant, 

Clothing for Town Sergeant, 

Gas Works: — £ a. <1. 

Stokers, . 77 8 10 

Coals, . 331 2 1 

Repairs, meters, 
lime, &c.. . 103 2 7 

Rent, . 



Agent's fees on : — 
Rents of property, 
Gas rents, 
Building stone, 



8 ’0 



Rent, and taxes: — 
Rentof Town Hall, 
Quit-rent, 

Poor Rates and 
County Cess, 
Income-tax, 



4 12 11 



General expenses, including print- 
ing, stationery, and sanitary 

Town clock, 

Election expenses, 

Interest on loan of .£2,400, less 

Interest on overdrafts, 

Expenditure for pumps, disallowed 
by Auditor, 

Total expenditure, 

Balance in bauds of Treasurer at 
close of year, 

Balance in hands of Town Clerk 
at close of year, 



58 15 8$ 
97 15 5 



£1,049 11 10$ 



£1,121 14 9J | 



£1,121 14 9i 



I certify the foregoing to he a true abstract of the Receipts and Expenditure of the Town Commissioners of 
Trim for the year ended the 30th April, 1876. 

Thomas Collot, Local Government Auditor. 

Dated this 18th day of November, 1876. 



APPENDIX No. 19. 

TRIM. 

List of Lands or Tenements, the Property of the Town Commissioners, of which Leases have fallen in since 
1840 ; Names of Parties to whom re-let ; the Rents and Terms for which Leases made, and the Rateable 
Value on each, by Griffith’s Valuation, stating if any of the Parties to whom Leases made were, at the time, 
or shortly before, or since, Members or Officers of the Municipal Body, or in any instance nearly related to 
such Member or Officer. 





Names of Persons to whom 
re-let on Lease. 


Rents, 

per 

Annum. 


Term of Lease, and 
whother sanctioned by the 
Lords of the Treasury. 


Poor Rato 
Valuation. 


Whether Town 
Commissioners, or 
nearly related, 
or Officers of Town 
Commissioners. 


Whether let or sub-let to, or by a 
Town Commissioner, or parted with 
for a Taluablo consideration. 










£ s. d. 




Non. 


Malthouse at Athboy-gate, 


Allen, Bridget, 


0 10 


Lives of the Queen (Vic.), 
Prince Albert, and the 
Prince of Wales, or 


10 0 0 


Non. 


Plot of Ground in High- 


Atkinson, George, . 


2 0 2 


Lives of Marquess of 
Kildare, Earlof Beetive, 
and Thomas Parsons, 


12 10 0 


Non. 




Common Lands, 4th Di- 


Allen, Benjamin, . 


12 4 0 


For 31 years from the 


8 0 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Common Lands, 7th Di- 
vision, and Corporation 
Land, North. 


Allen, John, . 


14 0 0 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1861. 


7 5 0 


Non. 


Non. 

2 F 
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LrsT of Lands or Tenements, the Property of the Town Commissioners, of which Leases have fallen in since 
1840; Names of Parties to whom re-let; the Rents and Terms for which Leases made, and the Rateable 
Value on each, by Griffith’s Valuation, stating if any of the Parties to whom Leases made were, at the time, 
or shortly before, or since. Members or Officers of the Municipal Body, or in any instance nearly related to 
such Member or Officer — continued. 



Denomination of Lands 
and Tenements of 
which Leases have fallen 
n sinco 1840. 


Names of Persona to whom 
re-lot on Leaso. 


Annum. 


whether sanctioned by tile 


Poor Rate 
Valuation. 


Whether Town 
Commissioners, or 
nearly related, 
or Officors of Town 














Nou. 


Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Byrne, Eliza, . 


11 19 0 
being 25s. 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1852. 


17 10 0 


Common Lands, 3rd Di- 


Brennan, Bernard, 


14 5 0 


For 31 yearn from 29th 
Sept., I860. 


8 10 0 


Town Commis- 


Leasehold interest sold to Michael 
Kelly for £40 sterling. Aenf 
afterwards reduced. 


Corporation Lands, North, 


Brogan, Richard, . 


15 13 10 


For 31 years from 29tli 
Sept., 1850. 


6 5 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Common Lands, North, . 


Bailey, Patrick, 


17 13 9 


For 31 years from 20th 
Sept., 1850. 


26 10 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Ditto, . 


Battersby, James, . 


6 (1 0 


For 30 years from 25th 


6 0 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Ditto, . 


Battersby, James, and 


a o -i 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1SG0. 


GOO 






Ditto, . 


Brogan, John, 


16 6 6 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1855. 


12 0 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Blake, Thomas, 


4 9 1 


For 31 years from 25th 


GOO 




W 


Corporation Lands, North, 


Byrncll, William, . 


12 0 0 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sopt., 1850. 






Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Blake, Daniel, 


4 7 10 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 185G. 


4 15 0 






Commons, 7th Division, 


Blake, Daniel, . . 


5 IS 5 


1-or 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 18G0. 


3 15 0 






Corporation Land, North, 


Blake, Thomas, 


S 10 0 


For 31 years from 20th 
March, 18G7. 


9 5 0 




Nou. 


Corporation Land, North, 


Blake, James, . . 


10 10 0 


For 31 years Irom 25th 
March, 18G7. 


6 10 0 






Corporation Land, North, 


Carloton, Joseph Glen- 


9 5 11 


For 31 years from 25th 


7 15 0 




Non. 


Ditto, . 


Ditto, . 


9 5 0 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1859. 


10 10 0 




(A field added in new Lease.) Sub- 
let a portion to John Bracken. 
Old Lease of first portion not run 
out. A less rent placed on let- 
ting. A field, now sub-let, added. 


Commons, 7th Division, . 


Corry, Fhmbc (now C. P. 
Duigcnan). 


5 15 II 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1SG0. 


G 10 0 


Non. 


Parted with for money lent to 
Lessee by C. P. Duigenan, Ageat 
of the Town Commissioners, Jin- 


Ditto, . 


Corry, John, . 


0 IS 9 


For 31 years from 20tli 


7 0 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Common Lands, North. 


Cat well, Matthew, . 


7 5 2J 


For 31 years from 20th 


9 0 0 


Town Commis- 


Parted with for a valuable con- 
sideration. 


House and Plot of Ground 


Corry, Phcebc, 


1 S 0 


For lives renewable for 


5 O 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Houses ,fc piece of Ground 


Chambers, Edwd. Elliott, 


0 10 0 


For lives renewable for 


14 0 0 


Non. 


Parted with for a valuable con- 
sideration. 
















Commons, 7th Division, 


Corry, David, jun„ 


0 1.4 2 


F or 31 years from 29th 


7 0 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Ditto, . 


Clarke, Anne, 


17 0 


For 31 years from 25th 


1 10 0 




Non. 


Common lands. North, 


Darling, Job, . 


3 19 8 


For 31 years from 25th 


7 0 0 


Town Commis- 


Sub-let at a large profit Rent— 


Common Lands, South, . 


Duigenan, Cr. P., . 


7 19 0 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1856. 


13 0 0 


Land Agent to 
Town Commis- 


Non. 


Common Lands, North, . 


Davis, Thomas, 


3 16 10 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1852. 


4 10 0 


Non. 


Parted with for a valuable con- 
sideration. 


Ditto, . 


Davis, Thomas, 


4 12 0 


For 31 years from 26th 
March, 18G3. 


4 6 0 


Non. 


Parted with for a valuable con- 


Common Lands, South, . 


Fay, Luke, 


6 3 2 


For 31 years from 25th 


7 0 0 


Non. 


Nou. 


Common Lands, North, . 


Fyans, Rose (in trnst for 
her son Edward). 


3 10 0 


For 31 years from 25lh 
March, 1851. 


7 15 0 


Non. 


Nou. 


Common Lands, South, . 




4 0 0 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1836. 


GOO 


Town Commis- 


Sold. Mr. Flood left the locality. 


Common Lands, Soutli 


Fox.Thomas (in America 
when lease was exe- 
cuted). 


22 15 0 


For 31 years from 25tli 
March, 1867. 


34 10 0 


Non. 


Old leaso of a portion not suffered 
to expire. Lease signed by Com- 
missioners' agent, C.P. Duigenan, 
by virtue of alleged power of at- 
torney on behalf of Thomas Fox 
in U. S. of America. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Griffith, Henry, 


GOO 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1847. 


6 10 0 


Non. 


Sold, Mr. Griffiths being dead. 


Ditto, . . . 


Gallagher, Patrick, 


14 0 G 


For 31 years from 2Dth 
Sept., 1860. 


10 0 0 


Non. 


Nou. 


House and premises in 


Ginty and IVife, . 


0 9 !. 


For lives renewable for 


13 0 0 


Nou. 


Non. 
















Tenements and gardens 

(several). 


Goodman, John, 


0 5 0 


For lives renewable for 


22 0 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Hip well, G eorge D., 


5 0 0 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1853. 




Town Commis- 


Parted with for valuable conside- 
ration, having previously given 
£30 to the agent, C. P. Duigcnan r 


Parle called the Watergate 
Park. 


Hipwell, George D., 


1 17 0 


K or lives renewable for 


3 10 0 


Town Commis- 


Sub-let to George Atkinson at 


Common Lands, South, . 


Hanbury, Hugh, . 


GOO 


For 31 years from 29th 


8 5 0 


Non. 


Sub-let to Edward Roe at large 




Hughes, Martin, . 


3 5 0 


For 31 years from 25th 


3 10 0 


Non. 


Non. 


Common Lands, North, . 


Hynes, Robert, 


3 12 6 


For 31 years from 25tli 
March, 1868. 


4 0 0 


Non. 


Non. 




M'Kcone, Nicholas, 


5 14 G 


For 31 years from 25th 


7 0 0 


Non, 


Non. 




M'Keone, Christopher, . 


29 19 8 


For 31 years from 25tli 


20 0 0 


Town Commis- 


Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Mooney, Patrick, . 


4 0 0 


For' 31 years from 29th 
September, 1848. 


6 10 0 


Non. 


Non. 
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APPENDIX. 



List of Lands or Tenements, the Property of the Town Commissioners, of which Leases have fallen in since 
1840 ; Names of Parties to whom re-let ; the Rents and Terms for which Leases made, and the Rateable 
Value on each, by Griffith’s Valuation, stating if any of the Parties to whom Leases made were, at the time, 
or shortly before, or since, Members or Officers of the Municipal Body, or in any instance nearly related to 
such Member or Officer — continued. 



Denomination of Lands 

which Leases have fallen 
in since 1840. 


Names of Persons to whom 
re-let on Loasc. 


Annum. 


Torm of Lease, and 
whether sanctioned by the 
Lords of the Treasury. 


Poor Rate 
Valuation. 


Whether Town 

nearly related, 
or Officers of Town 
Commissioners. 






£ S. it. 




£ s. <1. 




Common Bands, North, . 


Moore, Luke, . 


17 19 6 


For 31 years from 29th 
September, 1859. 


10 10 0 


Non. 


Common Lauds, South, . 


Newman, Neville P., 


7 2 0 


For 31 years from 29th 
September, 1848. 


7 0 0 


Town Commis- 


Common Lands, North, . 


Ditto, . 


8 8 1 


For 81 years from 25th 


11 10 0 


Town Commis- 


Common Lands, South 
(Plot for District Model 


National Education Com- 
missioners. 


0 4 0 


For 75 years from 25th 
March, 1848. 


Exempt. 


Non. 


Common Lands, North, . 


Plunkett, Bridget, . 


8 17 2 


For 31 years from 29th 
September, 1851. 


8 5 0 


Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Proctor, Patrick, . 


4 10 0 


For 31 years from 29th 
September, 1860. 






Ditto, . 


O’Connell, Rev. John, . 


17 9 8 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1856. 




Town Commis- 


Common Lands, North, . 


Keane, John, . 


5 12 S 


For 31 years from 29tli 
September, 1854. 


7 0 0 


Non. 


Ditto, . 


Keely, James, 


5 13 5 


For 30 years from 25th 
March, 1847. 


6 0 0 


Town Commis- 


Ditto, . 


Kennedy, X’atrick, . 


IS 12 0 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1S56. 


20 10 0 


Town Commis- 
sioner. 


Common Lands, North 
(House and Garden). 


Kennedy, Thomas, and 
Mary White. 


0 2 0 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1860. 


0 10 0 


Town Commission- 
er (Plot border- 
ing on his lands). 


Ditto, . 


King, John, . 


24 0 0 


For 31 years from 25tli 
March, 1842. 




Brother-in-law of 
Commissioner 
Patk. Kennedy. 


Ditto, . 


King, John, . 


8 1 3 


For 31 years from 25th 






Ditto, . 


Lambe, James, 


0 8 4 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1860. 


4 10 0 


Non. 


House and Premises in 


Ledwich, Michael, 


0 0 8 


For lives renewable for 


6 0 0 


Non. 


Common Lauds, North, . 


Regan, Margaret, . 


0 14 4 


For 31 years from Sept. 
29th, 1851. 




Non. 


Ditto, . 


Regan, Matthew, . 


0 0 10 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1846. 


7 0 0 


Non. 


Ditto, . 


Regan, Patrick, 


7 0 0 


For 31 years from 29th 
Sept., 1859. 


9 0 0 


Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Reynolds, Philip, . 


10 17 0 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1857. 






Common Lands, South 
(piece of Land, Water- 
power, ahdMill — Boyne 


Smartt, John (£300 to be 
expended in improve- 
ments, or £20 yearly 
Rent to be paid to Com- 


3 0 0 


For 75 years from 29th 
Sept., 1850. 


5 10 0 


Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Ditto, . 


7 7 2 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1856. 




Non. 


Ditto. . 


Ditto, . 


0 0 0 


For 31 years from 27th 


7 10 0 


Non. 


Common Lauds, North, . 


Sandford, James, . 


4 10 0 


For 31 years from 25th 
March, 1S56. 




Non. 


Common Lands, South, . 


Taylor, Roger, 


14 15 0 


For 31 years from 25th 


22 5 0 


Non. 


Common Lands, North, . 


Tyrrell, Patrick, 


3 0 0 


For 31 years from 29tli 


7 15 0 


Non. 


Ditto, . . 


Waters, Bryan, 


5 14 9 


For 30 years from 25tli 




Town Commis- 
sioner. 


Ditto, . 


Winter, Samuel, . 


S 0 0 


For 31 years from 2Ath 
Sept., 1859. 


4 5 0 


Non. 



Whether lot or sub-lot to, or by : 
livn Commissioner, or parted w 
for a valuable consideration. 



Rent of tenant reduced In con- 
nexion with adjacent lots, one of 
said lots being owned by Com- 
missioner Bernard Brennan. 

Parted with for valuable considera- 

Parted with for valuable considera- 
tion. 

Non. 



id with for valuable considera- 

Held by Thomas Kennedy, a Com- 
missioner, in succession to lessee, 
his father. 

Mary White, deceased ; house re- 
moved ; plot held by. Commis- 
sioner Kennedy. 



Sub-let to Thomas Blake at proQt 
rent of ISs. per acre. 

Parted with to Mary Brogan for 
a valuable consideration. 

Sold to Hen. Parkinson for valu- 
able consideration. 

Sub-let at profit rent, and part 
con-acred. 

Sub-let at profit rent. 

Sold for valuable consideration in 
conjunction with last-named lot. 

Non. 

No improvements carried out; in- 
creased rent not demanded by 
Commissioners: £400 now due 
by lessee as penalty set forth in 



Handed to Mrs. Anno King, a 
relative of lessee, on his leaving 
the country. 



Parted with for valuable conside- 
ration. 

Non. 



APPENDIX No. 20. 



John Nolan, Chairman, 
George Wynne, . 

John Fetherstonhaugh, 
B. H. Brew, 

Joltn Kelly Toomey, 

Tenison Edwards, 
Joseph M ‘Carroll, 
William Gregg, . 
Joseph Smyth, . 
Michael M'Cahe, 



Names of Commissioners of Wicklow. 



Gentleman. 

Secretary Grand Jury and 
County' Treasurer. 

Local Inspector, Gaol, Wicklow. 
Medical Doctor. 

Solicitor, and Sub-SheriS, Co. 

Wicklow. 

Timber Merchant. 

Coal Merchant. 

Merchant, Ironmonger. 
Pawnbroker. 



Joseph Collins, . 
Abraham Rogers, 
Peter John Byrne, 
Thomas Smyth, . 
Nathaniel Haskins, 
William Mephail, 
John Oakes, 

John Clarke, 
Thomas Delahunt, 
James Hamilton, 
Henry Mephail, . 



. Tea and Wine Merchant. 

. Auctioneer. 

. Printer and Stationer. 

. Coachmaker. 

. Builder. 

. Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
. Coal Merchant 
Auctioneer. 



Names of 
Commis- 
sioners of 
Wicklow. 
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No. 21 . APPENDIX No. 21. 

WICKLOW. 

9th Geo. IV., cap. 82. Number of Commissioners, 21. Number of Burgesses, 113. Population in 
1871, 3,164. Acreage within Municipal Boundary not ascertainable. Rateable value of Lands and Buildings, 
£6,500. No Rates have ever been levied except a 6 d. rate in 1836. 



Accounts of 
the Town 
Commis- 



Abstract of the Accounts of the Receipts and Expenditure of the Town Commissioners of Wicklow lor the 
Year ended the 31st December, 1875. 



To Balances at end of previous year : — 
In-Treasurer’s bauds, . 

In Town Clerk’s hands, 

In Agent’s hands, 



, Railway Company, in lien of supply of Surplus 

Water, . . . . . . 10 0 0 

„ Rents of Corporation Property, . . 1,171 3 H 

„ Dog Licence Dnty, . . . . G 12 7 

„ Interest from Treasurer, . . . . 0 14 1 



. Expenditure. 

Ey New Worfci. and Repair^ including £50 to 
. . County Wicklow Grand Jury towards flagging 
footpath, and £37'. I0 j. - for repairs of Town 
Hall and. widening lane, - ” . 

„ Cleansing and Watering the Town, 

„ Water Supply, ' . 

Lighting: — Gas -Company for Lighting Public 
Lamps, ..... 
„ Rent and Taxes. .... 

„ Interest: — 

On Mortgage and Bond, . £543 11 6 

To Gas Company on .Capital 
expended in erecting Lamp 
Posts, . . . 3 0 0 

Treasurer on Advances, . 5 17 



alarics and Agent’s Fees : — 
Town Clerk, 

Town Sergeant, 



40 0 
84 0 
58 11 



„ Printing, Advertisements, and Stationery, 
„ Postage and Receipt Stamps, 

,, Law Expenses, .... 

„ Disallowed by Auditor, . 



,, Balances at end of year: — 
In Treasurer’s hands, 

In Agent's hands, . 

In Town Clerk’s hands, 



245 10 0 
143 3 1 



392 12 5 
19 0 6£ 
48 13 6| 



I certify that the foregoing is a true abstract of the Accounts of the Town Commissioners of Wicklow for 
the year ended 31st December, 1875. 



Dated 30th October, 1S76. 



George W. Finlay, Auditor. 



Dubi.ik : Printed by Alexakdbr Thom, 87 & 88, Abbey-street, 
Printer to the Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty. 

For Her Majesty’s Stationery Office. 
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